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Arr. I. Wresting the Scriptures. 


Mr. Eorror—I observed in one of your late numbers, an article un- 
der the above title; in which the writer, after laying down a method 
in several heads, touched briefly upon one point only, viz., How min- 
isters wrest the scriptures in the choice of texts, by pretending to draw 
doctrines out of passages, that do not contain them; in order to show 
their own acuteness. Now, if it would not be improper, | would take 
the liberty of using that writer’s method as he left it, and adding a few 
remarks on the same subject. 

I would observe then, that there is another way in which ministers 
sometimes wrest the scriptures in the choice of texts,—selecting those 
which in some of the words may sound like an allusion to some private 
circumstance, or sentiment, or other such matter, as they intend ‘to 
make the subject of discourse, instead of the marrow of the gospel. 
That the reader may understand me, I give the following instances. 
In a case where a congregation had built a new house of worship, and 
in order to stir up deiinquents to pay the builder, a meeting was called, 
which was opened with sermon from Luke vii. 5.—* For he loveth eur 
nation, and he hath builtus a synagogue.” From these words the 
preacher took occasion to speak of the beauty, convenience, &c. of the 
house in which they were then met. Another, on marrying a lady 
whose name was Mary, called the attention of his hearers, to what we 
find recorded in Luke x. 42.—Mary hath chosen that good part, 
which shall not be taken away from her.” On another occasion when the 
female part of a congregation, would show their regard for their pas- 
tor by presenting him with a splendid cloak ; he on his part discoursed 
for their edification from these words in Phil. iv. 3.—“ Help those wo- 
men which labored with me in the gospel.” 

Now if it be condemnable to hold forth even sound doctrines, from texts 
where they are not contained, surely this method of punning upon the 
divine word, is seventy and sevenfold moreso. I can scarcely imagine 
a more shocking profanation of all that is sacred. We can find many 
instances of such distortions of scripture language in the scoffing ri- 


Vou. XIII. 53 




































































—— ’ aan 
ee ee en ee 








a 





Ree - 


= — 























wore! 




















ee 








SE ere 





— 












a 























484 Wresting the Scriptures. 


baldry of the avowed infidel; but for a professed servant of Jesys 
Christ. gravely to present himself before a worshipping assembly. on 
the holy sabbath, and as leading the solemn services of God, for the edi. 
fication and salvation of souls; and thus to make a burlesque of the dj. 
vine ordinance of preaching, and a muck of God’s word, has in it some- 
thing of profanity, or hypocrisy, even still more shocking. — It is also 

common for such preachers to be led by their texts, to allude to their 

own private affairs, to vent their personal animosities, and point out 

the persons they intend, in language sufficiently plain to be understood, 

and ina manner calcuiated to beget in their hearers, their own feelings 

and sentiments towards them. This has always been a noted practice 

of the Church of Rome ; ouly, that the priest is generally more open 

aud express in giving names, &c. So we are informed, that Pope In- 

necent LV. opened the first general council of Lyons, 1245, in person, 

with a sermon from Lam. i. 12, “ Behold and see of there be any sor. 

row like unto my sorrow.” He said. he had five sorrows, the chief 
one of which was the conduct of the emperor Frederick, whom he ac- 

cused by name. When John Sobieski, king of Poland, raised the seige 

of * ienna, 16°2. every mouth was filled with his praise, and the preach- 

er in the cathedral gave a discourse from John i. 6, “There was a 

man sent from God whose name was John.” In the days of Henry 

Il. of France, ove Lincestre, a preacher, told his audience plainly, 

«That he meant not to preach the gospel to them on that occasion, 

because it was common, and every ove knew it; but he would preach 

the life, the acts, and the abominable deeds of that perfidious tyraut, 

Heury de Valois.” This is the same kind of preaching, that we now 

reprobate in protestant ministers, only much more honest; and if such 
mnisters would be equally plain, they would do far iess mischief 
than by their a'lusions, and equivocal language. But truly a people 
are to be pitied, who sit under such ministers ; and still more. they who 
can relish such discourses are in a state not to be envied even by pa- 
pists. ‘They are like persons, who, in the extremities of want, can 
think a piece of a putrid carcase, the sweetest morsel they ever ate, 
and that its putrescence is ever a real improvement. Let any one for 
a moment consider what is the nature of that sincere milk of the word 
which is the nourishmeut of believers, and he will need no argument to 
convince him, how miserable such provision is to hangry souls. Such 
Preachers ought to study the apostolical pattern of preaching. 1 Cor. 
Il. 17. “For we are not as many which corrupt the word of Ged; 
but as of sincerity, but as of God, in the sight of God speak we in 
Christ.” Again, ch. iv. 2.—*‘ But have renounced the hidden things of 
dishonesty, not walking in craftiness nor handling the word of God de- 
ceitfully ; but by manifestation of the truth commending ourselves to 
every man’s conscience in the sight of God.” They ought also to 
consider the heavy condemnation here implied, against their own prac- 
tice, of which we now speak. But while it is their practice they can- 
not be in such a state of mind, as to feel the weight of any such mat- 
ters. 

I would observe another case of wresting the scriptures, viz. by us- 
ing words or phrases of scripture, in speaking of common matters, un- 
der the idea of its being wit, and producing a laugh. Wit is at least, 
but a sorry gift, and when it is the result of ttedy, it is both contempt- 
ible and dangerous to the possessor, and most of all, when it draws its 


supplies of material from the word of God. He who allows his mind 
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Z to be habitually in search of mirth, will readily become incapable of all 
edi. seriousness. and he who can thus act towards the divine word, we say 
di. confidently, is not in the way of receiving any saving benefit from it, 
Me. either read or heard; because such abuse is ulterly incompatible with 
Iso that reverence that is due to the word, and necessary to the exercise 
eir of faith and love, by which it is received into the heart. There are 
out few practices that have a greater tendency to harden the heart. Many 
od. who have ventured on it, ouly oceasionally at first, and that not with- 
ws out some checls of conscience fer the impicty, have come by the vey e- 
ive tition to sit down at last in the seat of the scornful. Let us contrast 
en such a practice, with that of the truly godly, on this point. “1 will 
n- delight myself in thy commandments which | loved; my hands also 
n, will [lift up unto thy commandments which I loved; and I will medi- 
r= tate on thy statutes —O how love [thy law, it is my meditation ali the 
ef day.—How sWeel are thy words to my taste, vea sweater than honey 
C- to my mouth &e.” Ps. exix. Cou'd he who so va ves the word, make 
re sport with it?) Itseems impossible. Aud on the other hand whatever 
lhe profession is made, or whatever standing occupied among men by the 
a jester, it is very questionable whether he has ever experienced the di- 
‘Vv vine power of the word, quickening, enlightening, sanctifving. and 
', comforting his soul. “ ‘Trembling at the word.” is a distinguishing 
, : mark of the true worshipper, and it is characteristic of swine to trame 
h ple the pearl under their feet. Let those therefore who allow them- 
t, selves in this iniquity, seriously ponder these things. It is a taking of 
v God's name in vain, and * the Lord will not hold bim guiltless that ta- 
h keth his name in vain.” ~ 

f The second branch of the subject, was to show how hypocrites wrest 
u the scriptures, by interpreting them so as to speak peace to themselves. 
) We might here observe, that something of this practice is to be found 
- oceasionally with those, who are uot to be judged as altogether hypo- 
1 crites. ‘The charge of wresting the scriptures is incurred, by a gross 
misappl cation of them, though no false meaning be given to the words 
’ themselves. The Devil was certainly guilty of this crime, when he 
| qu ted that promise to our Lord, (Ps. xei. 11, 12,) “He shall give his an- 
gels charge over thee,” &c. For though no false meauing was put on the 


words themselves, nor was he mistaken in applying them to our Lord 
Jesus, yet, the circumstances under waich he quoted them, and the 
; end intended thereby. showed that his quotation was utterly unwarran- 
' table—it was a perversion. Therefore, when passages are applied to 
cases opposite to their true inteut, or for an cud inconsistent with the 
design of all scripture, it is without doubt a wresting of them. So by 
a like misapplication of scripture example, there is a real wresting of 





scripture itself. 

A man who was a member of a praying society, but in private, fre- 
quently guilty of intoxication, was sure at the next meeting, to sing, for 
the quieting of couscience, 

‘* A good man’s footsteps by the Lord are ordered aright, 


And in the way wherein he walks, he greatly doth delig ht. 
Altho’ he fall yet shall he not be cast down utterly, &.” 


Or these lines, 


** The troubles that afflict the just, in number many be, 
But yet at length, out of them all, the Lord doth set him free, &c.’ 


His discourse on such occasions, would be on the imperfections of the 
saints; that the very best had their falls, and failings. Noah fell, aud 
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Lot fell, and these were two choice examples. David fell also, and 
Svlomon fell, and Peter fell. All which was true, and very instractiye 

but the design of the remarks was very perverse, viz: to silence fears 
and remonstrances of conscience, with the secret interence, that not. 
withstanding his many falls, he was still a saint; and so in fact he for. 
tified himself against being brought to true repentance. For he took 
ty himself a word of comfort when the sharpest reproof belonged to him, 
Another, who was often complained of, for not adhering 10 truth, aid 
conscious the complaint was just, had much satisfaction in that prayer 
of the Psalmist, “ Remove from me the way of lying,” not as a prayer 
however, (which would have been very proper,) but as teaching, that 
the man according to God’s own heart, was much addicted to lying, 
which seemed to be confirmed by the several instances of his equivoca- 
ting, recorded in the history. This was both wresting the scriptures 
by putting a false meaning on them, and applying the word to a wrong 
end, and at the same time slandering the saints, in order to countenance 
a sinful practice ; instead of imitiating them in their godly sorrow for 
sin, confession and forsaking of it. 

It is a very common thing for those who are disciplined by the 
church as scandalous in their lives or doctrine, and obstinately resist 
the correction, to raise the cry of “ persecution,” and so claim to them- 
selves the promises and consolations of the word, directed to those, 
who suffer for righteousness sake. ® Blessed are ye when men shall 
revile you, and persecute you, and say all manner of evil against you, 
falsely, for my sake ; rejoice and be exceeding glad, for great is your 
reward in heaven, &c.” This has been a favorite trick with all the 
most noted heretics and troublers of the church, from the beginning. as 
serving the twofold purpose of attracting sympathy, and also searing 
their own consciences against the force of conviction. And though it 
isa very ancient practice, it is perhaps as fashionable at this day. as 
ever; as any one may observe, who is at all acquainted with the exist- 
ing difficulties in the churches. In such a case the individual with great 
apparent devotion, and self-approbation, quotes and sings, “ Plead, Lord, 
with those that plead. and fight, with those that fignt with me,” &c. 
(Ps. xxxv;) and confidently attributing all proceedings against him to 
envy and malice, he frequently applies to his own case these words, 
“ How long will ye imagine mischief against a man, ye shall be slain all 
ot you; asa bowing wall shall ye be, and as a tottering fence. They 
only consult to cast him down from his excellency, they delight in lies,” 
&c. The most prominent subject of discourse also is, that eminent 
men have always been envied, and suffered from the shafts of malice ; 
so it was with Joseph, so it was with Paul, and above all, so it was 
with our Lord himself. It is difhcult to say which is the leading fea- 
ture in such conduct, or which is most inimical, the gross self-flattery, 
to the blinding of conscience, by claiming rank with those undoubtedly 
righteous ; or, the slanderous reproaches on the discipline of Christ’s 
house and those who adminis.er it; or the violent perversion of scrip- 
ture | 

Again, it is a very common thing for loose and careless people, to 
lay hold on some of the promises of the word. or some doctrine, that 
svems to include them ina favorable judgment. As, that God is mer- 
ciful; that “the blood of Jesus, God’s son, cleanseth from all sin;” “I 
even I, am he that blotteth out your transgressions,” &c. All which 
are certainly most precious grounds. of faith, and matter of strong con- 
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solation to believers ; but when men select such passages to themselves ; 
without any concern to find in themselves the evidences that such are 
really theirs; or any concern to walk suita’ ly to such a character, 
they are guilty of wresting the scriptures aud deceiving their own 
souls. E 

Here a question may arise, How may a person know that he is 
rightly ap Iving to himself a word of scripture, and not wresting it! 
The answer I shall reserve ull a future number. .. 





Arr. II. Presbyterians in the seventeenth Century. 
(Concluded from page 462.) 

1. Epistolary correspondence of Thomas Scott, 1D. D. 

2. Memoirs of the Lives and writings of Divines convened in the Assembly at Wesitmin- 
ster. | y James Reid. 

3. Lite of Cheynel, by Dr. Johnson. 

In the present day, when the rights and liberties of man are so well 
understood, and so generally prized, it might seem supertluous to vindi- 
cate the defending of these rights, when they are assailed by arbitrary 
power. But theugh many will allow that we may defeud our propere 
ty, our honour, or onr civil liberty, yet they do not deem it lawful to 
defend our religious liberty, though civil liberty cannot be perfect with- 
outit. The notion seems to have obtained very generally, that it is 
wrong to defend ourselves by the sword from religious persecution, in 
any case. Says the Rev. Andrew Fuller, “1 believe it will be found, 
that when Christians have resorted to the sword, in order fo resist per- 
secution for the gospel’s sake, as did the Albigenses, the Bohemians, the 
French Protestants, avd some others within the last 600 years, the 
issue has commonly been, that they have perished by it, that is they 
have been overcome by their enemies, and exterminated ; whereas,. in 
cases where their only weapons have been the blood of the Lamb, and 
the word of his testimony, loving not their lives unto the death, they 
have overcome.’ * 

In noticing these words of Fuller, and this commonly received opin- 
ion, Dr. McCrie says—* The facts which have been laid before the rea- 
der, [a detail of the circumstances which led to the suppression of the Re- 
formation in Spain} will enable him to judge of the truth of the last 
part of this assertion. Nor is the first part of this assertion less incor- 
rect and objectionable. The truth is, that the Albigenses, &c. who re- 
sisted were not exterminated ; while the Italian and Spanish protes- 
tants who did not resist, met with that fate. If the defensive wars of 
the Albigenses were not successful, it ought to be remembered that 
those of the Protestants in Germany, Switzerland, Scotland, and the 
low countries were crowned with success. The French Protestants 
were suppressed, not when they had arms in their hauds, but when they 
were living peaceably under the prote -tion of the public faith pledged to 
them in edicts which had been repeatedly and solemnly ratified. It is 
to be hoped that the public mind, much as has been done to mislead it, 
is not yet prepared for adopting principles which lead to the condemna- 
tion of the famous Waldenses and Bohemians, tor standing to the de- 
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fence of their lives when proscribed and violently attacked on aceoyp, 
of their religion. They lived during the period of Antichrist’s ater, 
and according to the adorable plan of Providence, were allowed to {,j 
a sacrifice to his rage; but while the scriptures foretell this, they mep. 
tion it to their honour, and not in the way of fixing blame on they). 
‘It was given unto the beast to make war with the saints, and to over. 
come them.’ Instead of being ranked with those who perished in cp. 
sequence of their having taken the sword without a just reason, these 
Christian Patriots deserve rather to be numbered with those who 
‘through faith waxed valiant in fight; turned to flight the armies oj 
the aliens, and others were slain with the sword,” all of whom havino 
obtained a good report through faith, received not the promises, God 
having provided some better thing for us.’ ””* 

The biographer and son of Dr. Scott, when speaking of seceders ex. 
claims in surprize ; ‘It appears to be a question to these good people, 
how far the vows of the forefathers are even now binding upon their 
posterity of the present generation!” And in speaking of the Cove. 
nants the Dr. says; * But supposing the oath originally lawful, and that 
those who actually took it did right under the existing circumstances, 
and were bound by it: what au hority had they to bind it en the enn. 
sciences of their posterity to the remotest generations, who might be 
placed in very different cireumstances, and perhaps be of very different 
judgment!” And again, “1 am not very partial to oaths at all, excep 
when absolutely necessary. 1 cannot see how the oaths of our fore- 
fathers can bind us; or that we have any right to swear in the name of 
our posterity.” p. 414. 

‘These objections may be very well answered by Mr. Scott himself, 
in his notes on Deut. xxix, 11, 12. “Ye stand this day all of you be- 
fore the Lorp your God,” &c. 

“This transaction” says Mr. Scott “might in many ways, in the time 
and afterwards, benefit both the parents and their offspring, as it had 
a direct tendency to stir up their parents to pray for their children, and 
to instroct then as they grew up: and if they came to years of un- 
derstanding, they were reminded, how solemnly they as well as their 
pareats, had entered the covenant with God, it would tend to restrain 
their passions, awaken their conscience, and excite them personally to 
seek the covenant blessings, which could ouly be forfeited by their own 
wilful sins. Suchas were abseot, and the u .born children of the whole 
company to the latest posterity, were included in the covenant: since 
nothing but apestacy, idelatry, or rejection of the promised Saviour, 
could cut off the entail of the natiwnal advantages; and nothing 
but persoual unbelief and disobedience could prevent individuals from 
sharing in the spiritual blessings.” 

So clearly could this excellent man see the truth, and so justly did he 
reason, Whea not under the influence of prejudice ! 

But we have dwelt longer on this part of the subject—the defence of 
the covenants, than we at first intended. Our thoughts recur to the 
covenanting Presbyterians in the 17th century. 

‘Ihe Memoirs of the Westminster Divines, seems to have been un- 
dertaken by Mr. Reid, with a very good design, and from worthy 
motives. His labors have been useful in collecting and embodying so 
many historical facts, which would otherwise have been less accessible 
to the generality of readers. He speaks very humbly of his abilities 
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and talents, and is so very modest that he completely disarms criti- 
cism. 

“The compiler of these Memoirs, pretends not to rank among such 
as are conspicuous, and have a respectable place, in the rell of the wri- 
ters of biographical history ; but submits himself and the work to. the 
opinion of the public ; Tequesting only equity in their censure, and im- 
partiality in their judging. Phe talents of a Plutarch are notinplanted 
in every cay aciiv. p. 29. 

With a great deal of labor and industry, some account has been given 
of the lives and writings of every member who attended the Westmin- 
ster Assembly. ‘The materials for biography, were often obtained with 
difficulty—and whatis more to be regretted, were frequently very scan- 
ty. Biegraphers have generally, in such cases endeavored to supply the 
lack of historical facts—by giving their own suppositions, or by treating 
the reader with afew moral reflections. If we are sometimes disposed 
to skip over Mr. Reid’s reflections and illustrations—yet on the whole 
we cannot but respect him for his honesty and zeal, in a good cause. 

From the nature of this work, it is difficult to make extracts from it ; 
and we have but little space left for giving any. The following pas- 
sage illustrates the character of an eminent Presbyterian. 

“Jn Cromwell's time Mr. Calamy lived as privately and quietly as he 
could: but he sometimes opposed the Protectors measures. It is said, 
in the Life of Oliver Cromwell, as with Dr. Calamy, that Harry Nevill, 
who was one of the councilof State, used to tell the following anee- 
dote upon his own knowledge. ‘Cromwell, having a design to set up 
for himself, and bring the crown upon his own head, sent for some of 
the chief of the Divines in the city, as if he accounted it a matter of 
conscience to be determined by their advice. Among these was the 
leading Mr. Calamy, who very boldly opposed the project of Crom- 
well’s single goverument, and offered to prove that it was both unlaw- 
lawful and impracticable, that one man should assume the government 
of the country. Cromwell answered readily upon the first head of un- 
lawful, and appealed to the safety of the nation being the supreme 
law. But says he, pray, Mr. Calamy, why is it impracticable? He re- 
plied ; telling him, O ‘tis against the voice of the nation; there will be 
nine in ten against you. Very well replied Cromwell; but what if I 
should disarm the nine, and put the sword in the tenth man’s hand, 
would not that do the business!’ Mr. Calamy readily concurred with 
the Presbyterian party, in opposing the sectaries in Cromwell's time.” 
p- 175. 

Perhaps, next to having received the invaluable treasure of the 
Westminster standards from the Reformers of this period, posterity are 
most indebted to them for the care with which they guarded the in- 
stitutions of learning from vice and profligacy. “The university of 
Oxford was in the most deplorable condition whenit fell into the hands 
of the Parliament. The two houses appointed seven of their most po- 
pular Divines to go to Oxford, with authority to preach in any pulpit in 
the University tor six months, in order to soften the spirits of the peo- 
ple and to give them a better opinion of their cause.” p. 230. “While 
the Reformation was advancing, several improvements were requisite, 
highly deserving the attention of our reformers, to render the English 
Universities more capable of answering the noble end of their institu- 
tion. Disgraceful charges were brought against these Seminaries of 
learning : and our zealous ancestors consulted both the honor and inter- 
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est of these venerable foundations, by endeavoring to amend what 
amiss in them. Laudable attempts were made to restore the Credit of 
their A/ma Mater. Learning and piety were now the chief recom. 
mendations for offices. Accordingly the utmost exertions were Made 
that all departments, might be supplied with learned and pious mey 
The famous Earl of Manchester was appointed to visit the University 
of Cambridge, in order that he might correct what was wrong jn ji 
Among other things he ejected some heads of Colleges, and made choice 
of some divines who were then sitting in the Assembly at Westmip. 
ster, to be masters in their places.” P. 107. Mr. Baillie who was then q 
Westminster says, “ When we were going to the rest of the proposi. 
tions concerning the Presbytery, my Lord Manchester wrote to ys 
from Cambridg», what he had done in the University, how he had ejec. 
ted fur gross scandals, the heads of five Colleges ;—and that he had 
made choice of five of our number, to be masters in their places, Mr. 
Paliner, Vines, Seaman, Arrowsmith, and our countryman Young, te. 
quiring the Assembly’s approbation of his choice; which was unani. 
mously given; for they are all very good and able divines.”* 

This reformation of the Colleges though a blessing to them and to 
the public, has yet been severely censured by those who have been op. 
posed to the reformers. ‘The learning, and piety, of the great men 
who were concerned in this affair, has not saved them from having the 
most malevolent aspersions cast on them. This however they might 
well bear, after having been the means of benefitting their country so 
signally.—* ‘The Lord’s day ” says Neal, “ was observed with uncom. 
mon rigor, there were sermons and pravers in all the churches and 
chapels, both morning and afternoon, vice and profaneness were ban- 
ished, insomuch that au oath was not to be heard within the walls of 
the University; and if it may be said without offence, the Colleges 
never appeared more like nurseries of religion and virtue than at this 
time.” He adds, *I have before me the names of fifty-five persons, 
who after they had been examined by the Assembly, were pet into va- 
cant feilowships in the compass of the year 1644, and within six months 
more, all the vacancies were in a manner supplied, with men of ap- 
proved piety and learning. From this time, the University of Cam- 
bridge enjoyed a happy tranquility, learning revived, religion and good 
morals were improved, ata time when the rest of the nation was in 
blood aud confusion, And though this alteration was effected by a 
mixture of the civil and military power, yet in a little time things re- 
verted to their former channel, and the Statutes of the University were 
as regularly observed as ever.’’t 

The Westminster divines seem to have been not only the most pious, 
but the most learned men of the age—and the names of Lightfoot, 
Arrowsmith, Gataker, Selden [a lay member] and many others, may 
be co:npared as equal to the learned of any other age. 

We cannot find room to extract but a short passage from these Me- 
moirs, respecting the life of Gataker—It may shew that the reformers 
were divested of the superstition so common in their days 


Was 


“In the evening of his days, when he earnestly desired that repose ° 


to whith he was very justly entitled, by his unwearied labours, he 
was most warmly attacked by an active and angry adversary, Mr. 





*Baillie’s Letters, Vol. 1. P. 439. 
tNeal’s Hist. Purit. Vol. iii. chap iii. 
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William Lilly, the famous astrologer. 
sessed all the sacred and profane literature respecting astrology, not 
only defended himself with great strength of argument, but also very 
clearly detected all the plausible sophisms which could be urged in sup- 
port of that pretended science. ‘The ground of this controversy was 
Mr. Gataker’s Annotations upon Jer. x. 2. in whicn he had with solid 
sense and sound learning, completely destroyed the credit of that de- 
jusive art, by which, in all ages and countries, weak and unstable minds 
have been much misled. These Annotations roused the whole tribe of 
' astrologers against him, from the highest to the lowest. ‘They were 
a greatly offended and wrote against him without mercy. M->. Gataker 
was thus induced to publish, in vindication, both of his Annotations and 
of himself; which he did in a very satisfactory manner.” P. 305. 

The following pious little epigram supposed to be his, will be read as 
'  acuriosity. It resembles the popular poetry which Mr. Ralph Erskine 
afterwards composed : 
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But Mr. Gataker who pos- 


‘*T thirst for thirstiness ; I weep for tears ; 
Well pleased am I to be displeased thus : 
The only thing I fear is want of fears ; 
Suspecting I am not suspicious. 

I cannot chuse but live because I die; 

And when I am not dead how glad am I! 
Yet when I am thus glad for sense of pain, 
And careful am lest I should careless be ; 
Then do I grieve for being glad again, 

And fear lest carelessness take care from me. 
Amid these restless thouglits this rest I find, 
For those who rest not here, there’s rest behind.’’ P. 308. 


Among those who actively promoted the reformation of religion and 
learning, Francis Cheynel took a conspicuous part. He was appointed 
by Parliament, one of the visitors of the University of Oxford—and 
President of St. John’s College. In his life by Dr. Johnson, it is nota 
little amusing to see the struggle which the Dr. has, between his 
natural love of truth and his extreme hatred of the Presbyterians. 
Does he relate any incident in his life? he will not fail to seek some 
unworthy motive for it, and when he is obliged to praise—he seems to 
do it most grudgingly. The following is not the best nor the worst 
that he says of him. 

“ When the war broke out, Mr. Cheynel, in consequence of his prin- 
ciples declared for the Parliament; and as he appears to have held it 
as a first principle that all great and noble spirits abhor neutrality, there 
isno doubt but that he exerted himself to gain proselytes, and to 
promote the interests of that party which he had thought it his duty to 
espouse. These endeavors were so much regarded by the Parliament, 
that having taken the covenant, he was nominated one of the Assem- 
bly of Divines, who were to meet at Westminster, for the settlement 
of the new discipline. 

This distinction drew necessarily upon him the hatred of the cava- 
liers ; and his living being not far distant from the King’s head quarters, 
he received a visit from some of the troops, who, as he affirms, plun- 
dered his house, and drove him from it. His living, which was I sup- 
pose, considered as forfeited by his absence, (though he was not suffer 
ed to continue upon it) was given to a clergyman, of whom he says, 
that he would become a stage, better than a pulpit; a censure which I 
can neither confute nor admit, because I have not discovered who was 
He then retired into Sussex, to exercise his ministry 


54 














492 A Comparison of Creeds. 


among his friends, in a place where, as he observes there had been jit. 
tle of the power of religion either known or practised. As no reason 
can be given why the inhabitants of Sussex should have less knowledge 
or virtue than those of other places, it may be suspected that he means 
nothing more than a place where the Presbyterian discipline, or prin. 
ciples had never been received. We now observe that the Methodists, 
where they scatter their opinions, represent themselves as preachin 
the gospel to unconverted nations: and enthusiasts of all kinds have 
been inclined to disguise their particular tenets with pompous appella. 
tions, and to imagine themselves the great instruments of salvation: 
yet it must be confessed that all places are not equally enlightened ; that 
in the most civilized nations there are many corners which may be cal. 
led barbarous, where neither politeness, nor religion nor the common 
arts of life, have been yet cultivated ; and it is likewise certain that the 
inhabitants of Sussex have been mentioned as remarkable for brutali- 
ty. 

— Sussex he went often to London, where in 1643, he preached 
three times before the Parliament; and returning in November to Col- 
chester to keep the monthly fast there, as was his custom, he obtained 
a convoy of sixteen soldiers whose bravery or good fortune, was such 
that they faced and put to flight more than two hundred of the King’s 
forces.” p. 166. 

From the facts reluctantly given by Dr. Johnson, we can easily see that 
Cheynel, though a thorough Calvinistic Presbyterian, was a great and 
good man. Indeed we feel little inclination to adopt the Dr's. opin- 
ion of any character—since he shews a far more kindly feeling to the 
author of Hudibras, than he does to the author of Paradise Lost: and 
since he could say of such a man as Milton, “such is his malignity, that 
hell grows darker at his frown.” * 

In concluding our remarks on Presbyterians in this part of the 17th 
century, many reflections crowd upon us which we have not space to 
indulge in at present. Were we to describe their character in a summary 
manner, we would say, they were distinguished for one thing—dove to 
Christ. They loved his ordinances—were actuated by zeal in an emi- 
nent manner for the welfare of his kingdom—and they kept the word of 
his patience. 

Let us endeavor to follow them who through faith and patience in- 
herit the promises. 





Art III. & Comparison of Creeds 
(Continued from page 454.) 


The Wirtemperc Conression, which in the name of the illustri- 
ous D. Curistoruor, Duke of Wirtemberg, and Count of Monibeli- 
gard, was by his legates on the 24th day of January, A. D). 1552, of- 
ered the congregation of the council of Trent, has the following— 
‘‘ We confess also this, that it is lawful for the Bishops, with the con- 
sent of their own church, to institute the ordination of festival 
days, and of lectures or discourses for the edification and erudition of 





* Life of Milton, p. 94, N. Y. edit. 
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the true faith in Christ. But it is not lawful to obtrude upon the church 
rites of the ancient law for sacred and divine, by which God may 
singuiarly and of itself be worshipped. Nor is it lawful either to re- 
new the ancient rites of the law, or to devise new ones for shadowing 
forth the truth now revealed and illustrated in the gospel. Suchare the 
lighting up of candles in day light, to signify the light of the gospel, or 
the using of crucifixes for standards, to siguify the victory of Christ 
upon the cross; of which kind is the universal panoply of the vest- 
ments of the mass, which they say do shadow forth the whole passion 
of Christ. And many others there are of this kind. Much less is it 
lawful to institute ceremonies or sacred things, by the merits of which 
sins shall be expiated, and the kingdom of heaven obtained. For con- 
cerning that former kind of ceremonies and sacred things, Christ in 
Isaiah proclaims—‘ In vain do ye worship me, teaching for doctrines 
the precepts of men.’ And Paul—‘Let no one judge you, in food, or in 
drink, or in respect of a holy day, or of a new moon, and the like.’ To 
these are added the testimony of Augustine, and others, concerning the 
free observation of such ceremonies. But concerning the latter kind 
of ceremonies, it is manifest that they are impious observances, and are 
reproachful to the death and resurrection of Christ, by the merits of 
which alone, we have the expiation of sins, and the inheritance of eter- 
nal life through faith.” 

The Gautic Conrrssion of faith was exhibited to Charles DX. 
king of France, A. D. 1561. We extract what follows:—* We be- 
lieve it is expedient that those who are elected prefects of any church, 
should consider among themselves by what method the whole body can 
most conveniently be governed. In such a manner however that they 
never decline from that which our Lord Jesus Christ has instituted. 
Yet this is no impediment but that their may be instituted in each par- 
ticular place, some things peculiar, according as may appear conven- 
ient. Act. xiv. 23. xv. 6, 7, 15, 28. 1 Cor. xiv. 40. 1 Pet. v. But 
we exclude all human comments, and all laws, which under the pre- 
text of God’s worship, are brought in to bind the conscience ; and we 
admit only those which are subservient to the cherishing of concord, 
and the retaining of every one in due obedience; in which thing we 
think is to be followed by us, the rule which our Lord Jesus Christ set 
concerning excommunication, a thing that we approve, and together 
with its appendages judge to be necessary. Rom. xvi. 17. We be- 
lieve that to the word are adjoined the sacrements for the cause of 
more ample confirmation, that is, to be pledges and tessaras of 
the grace of God, by which, aid is afforded our infirm and unpractised 
faith.” 

The Gallic churches on the subject of civil government express 
themselves thus—“ We believe that God wills the world to be governed 
by laws and polity, that there be reins whereby the immoderate lusts 
of the world may be restrained. And thus he hath constitutea, king- 
doms, republics, and other species of principality, whether they be 
obtained by hereditary right, or otherwise. Nor did he constitute this 
only, but also whatever has relation to the stute of justice, as it is cal- 
led, the Author of which demands to be acknowledged. So in like 
manner he has delivered the sword into the hands of the magistrate, for 
the purpose of repressing crimes which are committed, not only against 
the second table, but also against the first. It behoves us therefore, on 
account of him who is Author of that order, not only to permit them 
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to bear rule whom he hath set over us, but also finally to render them 
all honor and reverence, as his legates and ministers, designated by 
himself to the legitimate and holy office to be by them sustained. Ex, yyjj) 
20. Mat. xvii. 24. Rom. xiii. 1. 1 Pet. ii. 12. 1 Tim. ii. 2. We affirm there, 
fore that obedience is to be yiclded the laws and statutes, tribute is to 
be paid. and other burdens are to be borne, the yoke of subjection fiyal. 
ly is to be submitted to and borne with, even if the magistrates be jp. 
fidels, provided the supreme empire of God remain entire and unim- 
paired. Mat. xvii. 24. Act.iv. 17 v. 29. Jude, 8. We do therefore 
detest all those who cast off governments [repudiate dominations] who 
bring in a community and confusion of goods, finally who plot to over. 
turn the whole ratio [relation and method] of right.” 

In a French subscription, which we find to this creed in the Body of 
Confessions in Latin, it is noted—“ This confession of faith of the Re- 
formed churches of the Realm of France drawn up at the first national 
Synod held at Paris, the 19th May, 1569 [which I take to be a typo. 
graphical error, it should be 1549] in the reign of Henry II. and after. 
wards presented to Charles IX, king of France, by the grace of God, 
d’Paissi the year 1561.” This is that Charles, of whom it is noted in 
the cold style of Chronologers—“ His mother Catherine instigating, he 
sacrifices thirty thousand of the Evangelic, A. D. 1572.” See Meger- 
linu’s Index. 

At a national Synod held at Rochelle, it had been declared by this 
Synod as representing all the French churches “ that they approve and 
ratify the above written confession in all its chiefs and articles, as 
being entirely founded on the pure and express word of God. And in 
testimony of this agreement, it is signed by the ministers and ancients 
deputed from the provinces of the Realm, in the name of the said 
churches. And there were present at said Synod, held at Rochelle, 
Jean, by the grace of God, Queen of Navarre, the high and powerful 
Princes, Henry, Prince, of Navarre, Henry de Bourbon, Prince of 
Conde, the thrice illustrious Prince Louis, Count of Nassau, &c.” 
This was done the 13th April, “ in the year of grace” 1561. 

The Encutsn Conression of faith, which appears in the Apology 
Jor the Church of Englund among the works of the great Divine, John 
Juellius, Bishop of Salisbury, published A. D. 1562, in relation to the 
Holy scriptures, speaks thus—‘ Against these neither law nor tradi- 
tion, nor custom, is to be regarded; not even if Paul himself, or an 
angel from heaven should come and teach otherwise.” But it is after- 
wards added—* Concerning a multitude of idle ceremonies, we know 
that Augustine complained heavily in his time. Therefore we have 
lopped off a great number of them; because we knew men’s conscien- 
ces to be afflicted by them, and the church of God to be burdened. We 
retain however and cherish, not only those which we know to have 
been delivered by the Apostles, but also some others, which appear to 
us possible to be observed without inconvenience to the church. Be- 
cause we would desire that in the sacred Assembly, as Paul commands, 
all things be administered decently and in order. But all those [cere- 
mouies] we saw to be either quite superstitious or frigid, or corrupt, or 
ridiculous, or repugnant to the sacred letters, or even unworthy the 
character of sober men, we do repudiate without exception. For we 
were unwilling that the worship of God be any longer contaminated 
by fooleries of this kind.’ 

Tue Tuirry-nine Articues were first agreed upon by the Archbishops 
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and Bishops of both provinces, and the whole clergy in the Synod of 
London, in the year of our Lord 1562, for removing differences of 
inion, and for strengthening the agreement in the true religion. 

The VI. Article runs thus—* Holy. Scripture containeth all things 
necessary to salvation: so that whatever is not read therein, nor may 
be proved thereby, Is not to be required of any man, that it should be 
believed, as an article of the faith, or be thought requisite or neces- 
sarv to salvation. In the name of the Holy Scriptures we do under- 
stand these canonical books of the Old and New Testaments, of whose 
authority was never any doubt in the church &c..” 

Article xxxiv. “It is not necessary that traditions and ceremonies 
be, in all places, one, or utterly like; for at all times they have been 
diverse, and may be changed according to the diversity of countries, 
times, and men’s manners ; so that nothing be ordained against God's 
word. Whosoever, through his private judgment, willingly and pur- 
posely doth openly break the traditions and ceremonies of the church, 
approved by common authority, ought to be rebuked openly (that 
others may fear to do the like) as he that offendeth against the common 
order of the Church, and hurteth the authority of the magistrate, and 
woundeth the consciences of the weak brethren. Every particular or 
national church hath authority to ordain, change, and abolish ceremo- 
nies or rites of the church ordained only by man’s authority; so that 
all things be done to edifying.” 

The xxxvii. Article, as it appears in the Latin copies of Confessions, 
may be Anglicised thus—* The royal majesty in this kingdom of Eng- 
land and his other dominions, has the supreme power to which belongs 
the supreme government of all the estates of this kingdom, whether they 
be Ecclesiastic or civil, in all causes; and neither is, nor ought to be, 
subject to any foreign jurisdiction. When we attribute supreme gov- 
ernment to his royal majesty, by which titles we understand that the 
minds of some calumniators are offended, we do not give to our kings, 
either the administration of the word or sacraments, as the injunctions 
lately published by our queen Elizabeth, do most openly testify. But 
that prerogative only, which in the sacred scriptures we see to, have 
been always by God himself attributed to all pious princes: that is, 
that they should hold within the bounds of duty, all estates and orders 
committed to their trust by God, whether they be Ecclesiastic, or civil; 
and should coerce the contumacious and delinquent with the civil sword. 
The Roman Pontiff has no jurisdiction in this kingdom of England.” 
In the American version of the English Liturgy, the above Article 
reads thus—“ The power of the civil magistrate extendeth to all men, 
as well clergy as laity, in all things temporal, but hath no authority in 
things purely spiritual. And we hold it to be the duty of all men, 
who are professors of the gospel, to pay respectful obedience to the 
civil authority, regularly and legitimately constituted.” 

In the year of our Lord 1536, the Hetveric Conre=sion was compos- 
ed at Basin in view of an Oecumenica! council being shortly to be held 
for the settling of all disputes in religion. By order of the consuls and 
senate of Basil, an assembly was held, in which were present “legates 
of the senatorial order, very grave men, and doctors of theology, and 
ininisters of the churches of Tifusine and Berne. Bullinger, Oswald 
Myear, and Simon Grynaeus were appointed to draw up a form The 
divines of various other churches were present and aided. It was 
approved by J.uther and the churches of Wirtemberg. It was revis- 
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ed god republished A. D. 1566. It was now sanctioned by the chure je, 
of seneva, of England, Scotland, France, Holland, Poland, Hungary 
and many of the churches of Germany. The Helvetic Contessioy i 
the Article of the holy scriptures has these words—* Wherefore faith 
is by bearing and hearing by the word of God. We acknowiledg,. . 
the mean time that God car. illuminate men, even without the externa 
ministry, when and whom he will: this much belongs to his power 
But we are speaking of the usual method of instructing men, and of 
the precept and example delivered us by God.” 

Of the ministers of the church the Helvetians say—“ Except th 
minister shall have performed every thing in the manner ordered }y 
the Lord, but shall have over-leaped the boundaries of faith, what je 
hath done, is certainly by the Lord to be null and void.” 

In relation to traditions they say—‘ We repudiate human traditions 
which, although inscribed with specious titles, as if they were divine 
and apostolic, delivered viva voce by the Apostles, and as it were 
through the hands of apostolic men to the succeeding bishops of the 
church, yet compared with the scriptures are discrepant with them, and 
by this their discrepancy show themselves to be far from being apvs. 
tolic—The Jews too had anciently their traditions of the elders; by 
they are heavily rebuked by the Lord, showing that the observation of 
thern is opposed to the law of God, and that God is by them worship. 
ped in vain.” 

Of holy days, fasts, and distinction of meats, it is said—*“ Although 
religion is not tied to any set time, yet it cannot be planted and exer. 
cised without a just distinction and ordination of time. Every church 
therefore chooses for itself a certain time for public prayers, and 
preaching of the gospel, as well as for the celebration of the sacra- 
menis. Yet itis not lawful for any one to tear to pieces this ordina- 
tion of the church, of his own arbitrary will. And unless just leisure 
be conceded to the external exercise of religion, men will certainly be 
drawn off from it by their own businesses. Wherefore we see in the 
ancient churches, not only that there were certain hours in the week set 
for assemblies, but also a day itself, the Lord’s dav, was, from the times 
of the apostles, consecrated to these [assemblies] and to sacred leisure: 
which leisure [rest] is also now properly kept for the purpose of wor- 
ship and charity by our churches. We here give no sanction to the 
Jewish observations and superstitions. For neither do we believe one 
day to be more holy than another, nor do we see how that rest, of it- 
self, is approved by God, but even the Lord’s day, not a sabbath, we 
celebrate by a free observation. Besides if the churehes according to 
christian liberty, do religiously celebrate the memory of the Lord’s 
nativity, circumcision, passion and resurrection, His ascension also 
into heaven, and the mission of the Holy Spirit upon the disciples—we 
highly approve. But festivals to men or saints instituted, we do not 
approve. And certainly holy days pertain to the first table of the 
law and are proper to God only; finally holy days instituted to saints 
and by us abrogated. have several things absurd, useless, and by no 
means to be tolerated. In the mean time we confess that not without 
use, the memory of the saints in its own place and time may be com- 
mended to the people in public sacred discourses, and the holy example 
of the saints be set forth to be imitated by all.” 

Of rites and ceremonies it is said—* For if the apostles were unwil- 
ling to impose on the christian people ceremonies or rites divinely de- 
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) jivered; who, pray, of a sound intetlect, will obtrude upon them, the 


inventions newly invented by men. The more that is added to 
the heap of rites in the church, the more is there detracted not only 
from christian liberty, but also from Christ and his faith, whilst most 
men seek that in those rites, which they ought to seek by faith in Jesus 
Christ the Son of God only. ‘To the pious therefore a few rites will 
sutlice, moderate simple, and not foreign from the word of God. But 
if in the churches he found discrepant rites, let no one suppose from 
this they dissent one from another. Socrates [the historian] says—It 
would be impossible to number up all the rites of the churches which 
exist in the several states and regions. No religion keeps the same 
rites, although it embraces the same doctrine concerning them. For 
they who hold the same faith dissent among themselves in reference to 
rites. Thus Socrates. And we at this day having in our churches 
diverse rites in the celebration of the Lord’s supper and in some other 
things, yet in doctrine and faith do not dissent, nor is the unity and 
fellowship [society] of our churches cut asunder by this affair. But 
the churches have always, in rites of this kind, as being means, used a 
liberty. This we at this day also do.” 

In reference to the civil magistrate the Confession saith—*“ Let 
him therefore hola in his hands the word of God, and let him provide 
[procure] lest any thing contrary to this be taught, by good laws also 
composed according to God’s word let him rule the people entrusted 
him by God and hold them within the bounds of discipline, duty, and 
obedience ; let him exercise judgment in judging justly ; let him not res- 
pect persons or receive rewards; let him defend the widows, the 
orphans, and the afflicted ; the unjust, impostors, and violent men let 
him coerce and so also cut off. For neither hath he received the 
sword in vain. Let him therefore draw the sword of God against all 
evil-doers, seditious persons, robbers and homicides, oppressors, blas- 
phemers, persons perjured, and against all those whom God has com- 
manded to punish and even to slay. Let him coerce also heretics (who 
are truly heretics) incorrigible, not ceasing to blaspheme the majesty 
of God, and to disturb, and so to destroy the church of God.” 


(To be Continued.) 





Art IV. Dialogue between two Evil Spirits respecting Popery. 


This is the first of a series of Dialogues by the Rev. John McGowan, 
one of the London Ministers, designed to exhibit the concern which 
fallen angels have in the actions of men. The Introduction is of course 
adapted to the whole of the series, which is not necessary to enable the 
reader to understand the subject of this, and I shall therefore pass it 
over. Although this first dialogue is not entirely respecting Popery, it 
is chiefly so, and the other matters hinted at are not unsuitable for gen- 
eral reading. I shall therefore give it entire. None will suppose that 
the author really overheard this conversation by the Devils. Yet I 
am disposed to think that few who understand the nature of Popery 
will have any doubt of its being perfectly congenial with their views 
and designs. 
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By the name Avaro he means the Devil who influences to Covetoy, 
ness, and by Fastosus, the one who fosters Pride. EGO. 

Avaro. Soho: Fastosus, whither so fast at this time of the mor. 
ning, be not in such a hurry, but let a kindred Devil exchange a "es 
words with you. Pray how do you do Uncle! Fastosus. Hah | my 
nephew Avaro.—l little thought of finding you in the vale at presey; 
But | am glad to see you. Pray how do youdo? Avaro. 1 than} 
you sir, Lam pretty well, only tired with much exercise.—But 
where were you going in such a hurry? When I called to you, yo, 
seemed to outtly the wind! Fust. Indeed Avaro | should not be Wil. 
ling to discover my concerns to every inquirer; but I conde. 
scend to make free with you on account of our near kindred; ang 
knowing you to be a true son of Beelzebub, I can trust yoy 
with any secret. As for my present hurry, the occasion of it js 
this. The Right honoirable Madame de la Coquette having an inclina. 
tion to a suit of some fashion never before invented, was thrown into q 
violent fever through the dullness of the mantua-makers who could de. 
vise no cut suitable to her Jady-ship’s desire. Finding her life to be jy 
danger unless she was gratified, I was last night despatched to Hell to 
procure a new pattern from the best artists there ; and having got it| 
am going post to France to assist my Lady’s mautua-maker in cutting 
and finishing it; which done, I suppose I shall have a trip to London, 
to accommodate the Countess of Prude!and with a suit against the next 
court day.—.4varo. What! The courtly Fastosus become mantua-ina- 
ker! 1 should never have thought of such an employment for my part. 
You have now descended low indeed Uncle! Fast. Indeed your ig. 
norance Avaro almost provokes me to be angry with you; but you 
need not be so much surprised at my concerns with the mantua-makers: 
for I assure you that 1 am so much admired for my skill in dress by 
both sexes of the human race, that there is scarcely a suit of clothes 
made either for man or woman without my direction. Nor shall you 
find a Peruke maker hardy enough to venture a wig on the block ere 
he has had my opinion of it. In short, Cousin, there is very little done, 
and in dress there is nothing done in high life or low, but I have a hand 
in it. varo. If J] have offended my honoured Uncle, I humbly beg 
your pardon ; [assure you I said nothing out of disrespect to you. We 
all know that your spirit is princely, your monarchy great, and your 
dominion extensive ; but indeed I never thought of your being conver- 
sant with taylors, barbers, and mantua-makers. Fast. Nay, my ne- 
phew | am not angry, nevertheless, you ought to revere me as your el- 
der and better, and not take upon you to call in question the truth of 
what I say. As for the barbers, they are a set of transformists estab- 
lished wholly by my dexterity. And but for my sovereignity over 
man, these transformations had never been introduced. Now the 
transforming trade goes on so successfully, that there is reason to hope 
very many will be at last transformed into the likeness and nature of 
our sable fraternity. varo. Pray, Uncle, be not angry with me if | 
speak not altogether as you would have me, for you know I never had 
any inclination to learning and politeness ; and I cannot help expressing 
my wonder at some things. Besides | am amazed to see you look so 
thin; why you look like a skeleton? What have you been doing, or 
where have youbeen? By your looks you might have travelled bare- 
footed to the holy land, or crept on your hands and feet to Medina, and 
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wept forty days by the Tomb of our dear friend Mahomet. You 
have not been on Pilgrimage sure! Fast. I thought from what I said 
you might have known that I have not been on Pilgrimage very late- 
iy: though I assure you I have often travelled to Jerusalem and to 
Mecca as a guide to those holy Pilgrims. There is not one of all the 
bare legged travellers who will stir a foot from home, till their good 
friend Fastosus is eqipped in Palmerian nabiliments to press forward in 
the van as their Protector. Nor are these Pilgrims my only vassals ; 
for the superstitious of all denominations have with one consent devo- 
ted themselves to me. varo. Well but, Uncle, | am sure they wor- 
ship me with as sincere regard as they do you. And | either attend 
them in person, or pour my influences upon every one of them in all 
their religious journeys to Jerusalem, Mecca, or elsewhere. Fast. It 
may be so, Avaro, but their prostitution to Covetousness, hinders not 
their devotion to Pride; for I have conducted many of this fraternity 
to the supposed sepulchre of Jesus of Nazareth who in their »wn opi- 
nion were made so holy thereby that when they returned to their native 
country, they thought the earth itself unworthy to bear the pressure of 
a foot which had trod the threshhold of the adored sepulchre. ‘These 
religious adventurers, (especially if they obtain some precious relics, of 
which there are great store in Palestine) generally lift them so far 
above their fellow creatures that thence forward they can hold no in- 
tercourse with the common people, lest their supposed fair garments 
should be polluted with worldly filthiness. Nor is it uncommon for 
these fantastical Devotees to imagine that by their journey to Judea 
they have gained considerable above the price of Heaven. So that 
when they come to dic they have holiness sufficient for themselves, 
and a handsome legacy to bequeath as an help out to some poor broth- 
er who loves home better than the holy Land. 4varo. Ay, Fastosus, 
but then you may thank my brother Falax and me for your Jerusalem 
journeys. None of them would have been instituted but through false- 
hood, deceit, and covetousness. And I really think we did excellent 
s>rvice to the great Beelzebub, and the sublime Porte of Hell in imposing 
that cheat upon mankind. Though by the way one should wonder 
that the reasonable mind should be so easily deceived, seeing there is 
nothing in any of these pilgrimages that has so much as the appearance 
of Religion. Often have I laughed in my sleeve, to see the foolish pil- 
grims with holy awe and reverence approach a log of rotten wood, ful- 
ly believing it to be part of the cross on which Immanuel was crucified. 
Oh! how have I seen them congratulate themselves on their supposed 
happiness, if by any means they had obtained a diminutive chip of an 
old gate post from the hand of a venerable Priest with his holy word 
upon it, that it was part of the cross! And to speak the truth which 
you know | am not very fond of, these reverend gentlemen have words 
and wood equally plenty, for when one log is sold off, they immediate- 
ly replace it with another, so that this market will not stop for want of 
merchandize, while there is a tree left in the forest of Lebanon. I 
would not on any account that the world should know that the traffic 
in relics is all a cheat, by the help whereof my dear children the Jeru- 
salem Priests get more money for chips of rotten wood, than the great- 
est merchant in Norway gets for his masts and yards. Fust. By 
what you say, and I own it to be right, cousin, you and I must share 
the persons and divide the spoil betwixt us on the day of reckoning. 
You and cousin Falax have laid the snare very craftily, and 1 by my 
Vow. XU. 55 
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haughty influences drive the fools to it. Good Avaro, your game wou); 
not go well without my assistance; and while you and | continue ‘ 
play into each other’s hand, we can readily bring the two fools to me 
each deceiving and being deceived.—I mean we can bring the covetoys 
fool and the credulous fool together. The credulous deceives the cove. 
tous fool with his money, and the covetous deceives the credulous fi) 

with his rotten wood. Dear Avaro, our whole work goes forward 

apace, and we shall have them both at last. Avaro. No doubt of j; 

Fastosus; for both the covetous and over credulous are ours by com. 

mon consent. Our game could not well go better than it does at pre- 

sent, for all ranks and degrees of people are subjected to our potent 

sway. No doubt but you have heard of that noble piece of architec. 

ture called the tripple crown, which I and my brother Falax made for 

our very worthy friend and stedfast ally the Pope of Rome.  Fusy, 

Heard of it! surely [have ; was not | the principal person concerned in 

the work? But, Avaro, you have an ugly way of denying people the 

due honours of their labour. But for me his holiness would never have 

thought of such an invention. And as I had the principal hand in it, | 

aver that the best mathematician in Hell could not have invented a more 

excellent picce. I have thought ever since that the artful Falax acted 

his part with as much dexterity in the formation of that capital orna- 
ment, as when he and we assisted our venerable friend Mahomet in 
composing his Alcoran. But the chief beauty of it was to see our hoary 
friend the Pope with greater confidence than if he had been one of 
ourselves, exalt his papal chair above all that is called God. So that 
now in the sense of the Romish Impostor, saving and damning depend 
no longer on the justice and mercy of the Eternal, but upon the will of 
him who fills the infallible chair, Were we any thing but devils, whose 
hatred to truth is implacable, it would have grieved us to see how she 
sighed and sobbed, as if her her heart would break, when the Impostor 
assumed the character of Infallabilitv. She knocked with violence at 
the gate of the Bishop’s palace, but there was no admission for her 
there, she begged and prayed that the inferior ranks of the reverend 
clergy would receive her; but not one of them would suffer her to 
come under their roof. So that the poor heaven born Lady swooned 
in the streets, and there was none to assist her. Her eyes become as 
fountains of briny tears, trickling down her radiant cheeks. Her locks 
was dishevelled, and her apparel hung dangling around her. In this 
mournful plight she went through ail the streets of the mystic Babylon, 
uttering her lamentation in every public place, and every concourse of 
the people. But as iu former times she had piped to them, and none 
of the worshippers of the beast would dance ; so now she mourned to 
them but none of them would lament. She stretched forth her hands 
all the day long, but none of them would attend to her; the venerable 
pope, father of the world, having published a decree, that none of them 
should suffer her under their roof, nur administer the least comfort to 
her in her calamity, under pain of the rack, the gibbet, the wheel, the 
fire, and faggot. Yea more, when his Holiness saw the importunity of 
divine truth and perceived that she would be a perpetual thorn in his 
side, if not timely and wisely prevented by forcing her out of the world, 
he clad himself in Vulcanian armour, sought for her in every corner of 
Babylon, when he met with her, he launched his fatal spear with papal 
force against her, that wounding her so deeply she fainted and fell to 
the ground, and no doubt had died had she not been immortal. When 
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the most holy bishop had thus deprest her, he cried out in devilish tri- 
ump th. “Lam the Successor of Peter—the Vicar of Christ—the Pillar 
of Truth—the Porter of Heaven—and the Supreme Head of the Church.” 

At which truth entirely disappeared, and to this day has not been suf- 
fered to set one foot within the limits of the Papacy. lvaro. It was 
a noble enterprise : nothing could exceed it. I am persuaded that the 
man who was in-dwelt by our brother Legion, and resided among the 
tombs, was never capable of coming so near to us devils in cruelty, de- 
ceit, and falsehood as that same venerable man, his infallible Holiness, 
hath upon every occasion. Fust. Indeed, Avaro, Legion though a 
many viced devil, is but a fool when couspared to his Holiness; but it 
is highly necessary that he should be well qualihed in devilism, seeing 
he is appointed Beelzebub’s great vicegerent in the christian world. 
Avaro. Great are the abilities requisite for such a station, and his Ho- 
liness possesseth them liberally. Did you ever hear, Fastosus, the 
manner in which our Italian success was received by Beelzebub the 
great, and his infernal nobility? Fast. | suppose | have, but | have 
so many things to think of, that at present it has escaped my memory, 
therefore if you remember it, I shall be obliged to you for the recital. 
Avaro. With all my heart. [| assure vou it is well worth your hear- 
ing, for thereby it appeared that his Infernal majesty had the deepest 
sense of our services, and conceived the strongest hope of the increase 
of his kingdom from the alliances formed between the Sublime Port of 
Hell, and the apostolic chair at Rome. As soon as swift-winged Fame 
arrived at the gate, known by the name of earth-gate, she knocked vio- 
lently, as you know is customary with her upon any emergent occasion. 
Our friend Cerberus, the Porter, no sooner saw that it was fame, but he 
immediately sent a messenger to court to inform his majesty and peers 
that the embassadress fame, had arrived. Jn shorter time than a Law- 
yer could frame a lie, Hell was all in an uproar, every inhabitaut big 
with expectation of some important news from our friends on earth, 
fifty of the nobility were despatched from Court to congratulate fame 
on her arrival, aud to conduct her in state to the court eud of the city. 
The mighty Beelzebub ascended the flaming throne to receive the em- 
bassadress. with imperial grandeur, and as soon as arrived, she was in- 
troduced to his sublime presence by Lucifer, prime minister of State, 
and in full court related ali that had passed concerning the change at 
Rome in the system of religion, which desireable news was received 
with all the demonstrations of joy, damned spirits are capable of. Fame, 
having finished her relation, the mighty Prince who-sat on the stupen- 
dous throne arrayed in all the majesty becoming his high station, lifted 
his warlike arm, waved the imperial sceptre for audience, and thus ad- 
dressed his courtiers, his eyes blazing as burning furnaces while he 
spake. 

“ My Lords, my brethren in sovereignity and sharers of my glory ; 
from the just sense I have of your steady attachment to my interest 
and government, as hath always appeared from your unwearied study, 
as far as possible, to destroy the creatures of our arch-enemy, whom, 
constrained, we call the Almighty, and promoting to the utmost our in- 
terest among mankind. From such considerations, | cannot forbear 
conyratuiating your highnesses, on the happy turn our adairs on earth 
have taken by the indefatigable pains and vigilant endeavors of our 
worthy friends and genuine descendants, Fastosus, Avaro, Palas, &, 
&c, as appears by the report you have just now heard trom the mouth 
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of our swift winged embassadress, fame. By the industry of those 
worthy spirits, worms of the Earth are wrought up to such a degree 
of pride and self conceit as to undertake enterprises, that we, who tee 
of angelic race could not accomplish, yea, and even to assume prero. 
gatives which never came into our minds. My noble lords, there is 
reason to believe that this revolution will prove a leading step to a very 
plentiful harvest. I signify it therefore as my will and pleasure, th,: 
your highnesses take special care that the lodgings at the court end oj 
the city are kept in due repair, as henceforth we may expect at every 
term numerous shoals of Popish priests of all rarks, to take up their re. 
sidence with us; and you may be sure they will take it very ill if they 
are not accommodated according to their quality. I think my lords 
it is worthy of observation that all the missionaries we ever despatched 
among the heathen, could not prevail upon poor pagan priests to aspire 
to that degree of impiety which the pope hath now assumed. I hope 
my lords, that truth and holiness are in a fair way of being banished 
from the earth; for | am persuaded, that universal Father, his Cardi- 
nals Legates and Bishops, will exert all their influence to promote our 
interest in the suppression of our enemies.” Having said this, a flaming 
billow rolled over the imperial seat, and so stunned the good old prince 
that he could speak no more for a season. Fust. All those things | 
well remember now you have mentioned them. But I want to know 
what you have got in that leather bag. You are not become nailer sure ! 
Avaro. This bag Sir, contains a thousand pounds which a certain law- 
yer, a dear child of mine, wants to have deposited in some place of se- 
curity, as he has not at present an opportunity of putting it out to gen- 
erate, an increasing faculty with which all his other cash is endowed. 
This same gentleman is a person of great worth, ready to assist the 
rich and great, provided always that his good deeds are handsomely re- 
warded. But so cautious and prudent is he, that he utterly abhors par- 
ting with even so small a pittance as a guinea to relieve a poor dis- 
tressed tradesman; and indeed for this very sufficient reason, that he 
cannot in such a case obtain laud security for his money, so that if the 
poor man is ever so honest and industrious, he must even reconcile his 
thoughts to a dungeon, or seek relief from another quarter, for our 
worthy lawyer would part with no money to relieve him from it. His 
present fear is lest any of his poor neighbors knowing that he has plen- 
ty of money by him, should by their pressing solicitations over per- 
suade him to part with a little of it to help them in their distresses ; for 
he like many other honest men is determined to keep what he has got, 
if one half of the parish should die for want of bread. Faust. By your 
description of the worthy lawyer, I may expect his children as my pv- 
pils after his decease. I warrant me, Avaro, before their father is half 
consumed by the worms, I shall have them bowing and cringing to me 
as their God. I have remarked for some thousands of years, that when 
the parents have worshipped the God, Avaro, by giving themselves up 
to covetousness, for the most part after their decease, the children have 
nade choice of me, and our cousin Profanity as their patrons. Sure if 
covetous parents knew what course their children would follow when 
their heads are laid low in the grave, and their souls still lower in Hell. 
they would quarrel with their God, Avaro, or die with grief on the 
prospect. varo. Ay, Uncle, but there is not one of all my numerous 
disciples who knows me by my proper name, and I am by far too sub- 
tle for them to find out the cheat. My English vassals for instance, 
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commonly worship me under the false names, Industry, Frugality, Pru- 
dence, Laudible care, but there is not ene of them who can be prevail- 
od on to believe himself a worshipper of the Devil, Avaro, which is you 
know my true and proper name. Faust. Nothing equals our success, 
fur you dain the parents by covetousness, and we damn the children 
by pride and profanity, Good Avaro, we have them hip and thigh. — It 
is but few of all the mundane race that we louse, and those also we should 
have if they were not forcibly taken away from us; but this is one 
comfort, that if we must have the mortification of seeing auy of the 
human race get safe to heaven, we have also the pleasure of disturbing 
and distracting their minds on their journey, and many of them we 
bring to the stake, or the gibbet, under the direction of eur good friend 
Crudelis. who presides over those helis upon earth, by the name of the 
holy Inquisition. dvare. Hells did you say? Right, hells indeed | 
one holy Inquisitor goes beyond a hundred of our fraterni y in the art 
of cruelty, which you know is the first of the learned sciences at Rome. 
Such wonderful inventions for torturing, one would have thought could 
never have been contrived. What ingenuity does the rack display! 
how excellently formed for exquisite torture! What an apt resem- 
blance of the Infernal furnace is the dry-pan! A contrivance worthy 
of the most skillful of the Beelzebubian artists. But their watery tor- 
ment, the gag and the pitcher, is what raises them most in my esteem, 
Almost every block-head hath some notivn of a hell of fire ; but it is 
peculiar to the skill of an holy inquisitor to centrive an hell of water. 
In this, Fastosus, we must all knock under to them, for indeed they are 
our betters. And to enhance their merit, their torments are inflicted 
upon the unhappy wretches who fall into their hands under a show of 
the greatest sanctity towards God, and pity to the unhappy victim of 
their cruelty. And so very strictly do they and their assisting fami- 
liars observe the rules of inviolable secresy, that the world can never 
know the hundredth part of their villany. Fast. Secresy is indispen- 
sably necessary to a people so much devoted to our interest, as the wor- 
thy inquisitors and the rest of the Roman clergy are. Were it known 
to the world, what methods they take to aggra:dize themselves, and sup- 
port the papal Hierarchy, the cheat would be discovered, the fabric 
would fall to the ground, the craft by which they have their wealth 
would soon be at an end, and their reverences would be brought in to 
coutempt. Certainly great Beelzebub will deal gratefully with the 
Holy Father at Rome, and his Cardinals, Inquisitors, and Bishops, when 
they arrive in Hell. For my own part I stedfastly believe that if our 
good friends the Pope and Inquisitors are not served below their quali- 
ty, they will be put in possession of the seats on the right hand of his Ma- 
jesty’s throne, as our friend Mahomet and his mufties were in those on 
the left. And when their extraordinary merit is considered our infernal 
nobility will have no need to grumble at their advancement; for nothing 
less can be deemed equal to their uncommon merit and usefulness in con- 
firming our dominion over mankind. And so fervently have they our in- 
terest at heart, that it would be very extraordinary indeed, if any of them 
should be lost and fall short of our dreary abode. Avuro. ‘The basest 
ingratitude to use them otherwise, Fastosus: for my own part I shall 


always give place to a pope or inquisitor, and I think it is the duty of 


all our sable fraternity so to do, for when their inferior species is con- 
sidered, it will appear that they not only vie with, but even exceed the 
most dexterious among us in many things. Fast. 1 am thinking, 
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Avaro, of the easy station von have got in comparison of mine. Vo 
are concerned with but a few, lam concerned with every one, Y,, 
chiefly serve the higher ranks of people; but | am hackneyed night ay, 
day by all sorts of men, from his holiness the pope, to the hermit jp his 
cell, trom the queen upon the throne, tu Bridget the farmer's mai) 
But was it not that | find my account in it, aud by that means am ado. 
red as a divinity, my princely mind would never submit to such Con. 
stunt drudgery. .dvaro. Good Fastosus, | speak it with reverence 
but you are exceedingly mistaken in my business. 1 assure you it ey, 
creaseth upon my hands every day; and requires very coustant api. 
cation, insomuch that for twelve years | have not had time to close my 
eyes lor one refreshing nap. Ah! uncle | am concerned with, and {oy 
many, and with none more than the sous of the mystic whore. Thijs 
o.d bawd with the scarlet gown hath many children, who swarm as |p. 
custs along the fave of many European countries, and eat up the good 
of the laud before them. And there is not one amongst them who 
knows how to spend aday without my company. When | would glad. 
ly lay me down for a little rest, one or other of them conjures me up to 
euquire after pay for this funeral mass, that dispensation, or Uother par. 
don, fur you may know that with them there 1s nothing done without 
ready cash; for they never give credit. Fast. ‘That old provert 
‘money answereth all things,” seems weli adapted to the tenets of your 
disciples, Avaro. varo. Woudertully adapted, Sir! wendertully adap 
ted! for money forwards their devotion vastly, and helps them strange. 
ly on in their way to heaven. Dear children of mine, | own them to 
be! For notwithstanding of their pretended love to devotion, and the 
souls of their fellow creatures, if a poor man travelling from earth to 
heaven should happen to be arrested by any of the officers of purgatory 
(who mare it their business to way-lay travellers) and be turned over 
to the tormeutors, if such a man has not left a sufficient sum for purga- 
torial masses, aud no well disposed lay-man is found to supply the defi- 
cient assets of the prisoner, he may lie if it be possible till he is burut to 
tinder, ere any person of the convent will put one hand to help him out 
of those dreary flames. But on the other hand, if a sufficient sum is 
left for masses to be said to the lady of Loretto, St. Domini, St’ Denis 
or any other eloquent saint, all the parsons will apply as cheerfully as 
young dromedaries, and put their shoulders to the work like so many 
bulls in a yoke, till they have cleared him of his prison. You may al- 
ways be sure that with them, according to a well known proverb, “ It 
is money that makes the mare to go.” Fast. 1 pray you, Avaro, 
where does this same Purgatory stand? I have often heard of it, but 
never could meet with it either in this, or the other world, notwithstan- 
ding I have sought it with care. varo. You have sought for it in the 
wrong place, Uncle; you should have ransacked the brains of the pope 
and his clergy ; for there and no where else the chimera is to be found. 
It is only a scheme to get money that | contrived for them, and hither- 
to it has answered our highest expectations, for by this craft the parsons 
have great emvlument. Faust. ‘This | do know that nothing is more 
attractive of the attention of their reverences than brilliant Gold, for 
the sake of which, systems the most absurd are imposed upon mankind 
with the sanction of priestly authority. Indeed, it is presumed that 
these holy men will authorise nothing but what is lucrative. O! the 
wonderful trade of Priestcraft. Indeed, Avaro, | begin to think you a 
Devil of good abilities, and an honour to the race of Beelzebub. Avaro. 
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1 am highly obliged to you tor your good opinion, Sir, and assure you 
that were you acquaint with the system of our government, 1 should 
_., near to rivet myself in your esteem, an honour which I much desire, 
snd in order to which I shall relate a certain affair which wonderfully 
displays the genius of Priest-craft, and gives the most just idea of the 
doctrine of Purgatory.  Fust. I shall be glad to hear it another time 
Cousin ; but for the present J must be gone to forward my lady's robes ; 
for the mantua-maker dare not touch them till my arrival at Paris. 
Exactly four hours hence, I shall give you the meeting. 4varo. 1 shall 
think of the appointment, Uncle. Success to your enterprise. 


Art. V. The Christian World Unmasked. 


(Concluded from page 469.) 


Doctor, I am told by the vicar, that his brethren drop the doctrine of 
justification by faith alone, because it seems unfriendly to morality. 
And he says, the Whole Duty of Man was sent abroad, as a public bell- 
man, to ery the doctrine down. ‘The clergy now are straining all their 
nerves, in support of common duties ; and seem so fervent in this mat- 
ter, that a jack-daw dares not perch upon the steeple, while they are 
shouting in the pulpit for morality. They give a lash sometimes at for- 
nication, when the ’squire keeps from church; but do exclaim against 
all thieving and hedge-breaking most delightfully. Indeed their lungs 
have been so often strained, by uncommon zeal for morality, that they 
are forced to wind up matters very speedily. Many cannot roar above 
ten minutes at a preaching, for want of breath; and others are con- 
strained to keep a journeyman to shout for them. 

Sir, morality, hke beauty, is a charming object; but, like beauty, of- 
ten is made up with paint. Such seems morality at present; a pretty 
play-thing, when dandled on a cousecrated cushion, or chanted in a 
modern midnight conversation ; but it will not keep men from an ‘ale- 
house, nor from a bawdy-house. The people, who are chiefly loaded 
with morality, are the booksellers; and they have got a shop full, but 
are sick of the commodity, and long tu part with it. ‘Though gilt and 
lettered on the back, it moulds upon a shelf, like any Bible: and Mr. 
Hales’s tract on salvation, will post away through ten editions, before a 
modest essay on morality can creep through one. 

The Whole Duty of Man was sent abroad with a good intent, but has 
failed of its purpose, as all such teaching ever wiil. Morality has not 
thriven since its publication; and never can thrive, unless grounded 
wholly upon grace. The heathens, for want of this foundation, could 
do nothing. They spoke some noble truths, but spoke to men with 
withered limbs and loathing appetites. They were like way-posts, 
which shew a road, but cannot help a cripple forwards; and many of 
them preached brisker morals than are often taught by their modern 
friends. In their way they were skilful fishermen, but fished without 
the gospel-bait, and could catch no fry. And after they had toiled long 
in vain, we take up their angle-rods, and dream of more success, though 
not possessed of half their skill. 7 

God has shewn, how little human wit and strength can do, to com- 
pass reformation. Reason has explored the moral path, planted it with 
roses, and fenced it round with motives, but all in vain. Nature still 
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recoils; no motives drawn from Plato’s works, nor yet from Jesus’ a 
pel, will of themselves suffice: no cords will bind the heart to God gy, 
duty, but the cord of grace. 

Man is conceived and born in sin; what can hedo? Nature is gyp) 
and fallen; and nature’s creed is this, Video meliora proboque,  deteriyr, 
sequor, | see and | approve the better path, but take the worse, Na, 
ture may be over-ruled for a time by violent restraints ; but nature mys 
ne changed, or nothing yet is done. The tree must first be made goog 
before the fruit is good. A filthy current may be stopped; but thy 
brook is filthy still, though it cease to flow. The course of nature may 
be checked by some human dam; yet opposition makes the curre;: 
rise, and it will either burst the dam, or break out other ways. Re. 
strained sensuality oft takes a miser’s can, or struts in pharisiac pride, 
Nothing but the salt of grace can heal the swampy ground of nature: 
as Elisha’s salt, a type of grace, healed the naughty waters, and the 
barren grounds of Jericho. 2 Kings ii. 20, 21. 

The law is not given to make a sinner righteous. Through the 
weakness of his flesh, it has no power to justify or sanctify him. |; 
shews the path of duty, but neither lends a crutch to lame travellers, 
nor gives au heavenly title unto sinners. Paul knew the use of the law, 
and declares, it was added, because of transgressions, Gal. iii. 19. |; 
was added to the promise made to Abraham, which contained the cove. 
nant of grace, and was added because of transgressions, that men might 
know what heinous things they were. ; 

Again, The law entered, that the offence might abound. Rom. v. 20. 
The offence (+i rapirluua, the fall) of Adam, mentioned in ver. 15, wasa 
sin with penalty of death: but no such penalty had been annexed to 
any sin, besides murder, from Adam unto Moses. Men knew then- 
selves to be offenders, but did not know that death was the penalty of 
each offence, till the law pronounced a curse on every one, who continued 
not in allthings. Deut. xxvii. 26,—Gal. iii. 10. ‘Then they saw that 
death was the wages of every sin. ‘Thus, when the law entered. (+: 
rap. iaua) the offence, with penalty of death, did abound ; and the law 
entered, that such offence might abound, to certify sinners of their lost 
condition, and their utter need of a Saviour. Hence we read, The 
law worketh wrath, not our justification, but our condemnation: Rom. 
iv. 15. and by the law is the knowledge of sin: Rom. iii. 20. The law, 
by its penalty, discovers my condemned state; and by its spirituality, 
discloses my corrupted heart. ‘Therefore Paul says, I through the law, 
am dead to the law ; Gal. ii. 19, dead to all expectation from it, either to 
justify my person, or to sanctify my nature. And his conclusion is this, 
Wherefore the law is our schoolmaster, to bring us unto Christ, that we 
might be justified by fuith. Gal. iii. 24. The law sends us unto Jesus, 
not with recommendations in our hand, but with condemnations in our 
bosom ; and is meant to empty us of every fancied legal hope, arising 
from our own obedience; and force the heart to seek salvation wholly 
by grace, through faith. 

When the law has done this office, and sent a sinner, wounded, 
poor aud naked, to the good Samaritan, then it becomes a rule of life in 
the Mediator’s hand. And Jesus having justified a sinner by his blood 
and righteousness, sanctifies him by his word and Spirit. The work 
belongs to Christ alone, as Saviour ; and a believer's business is to live 
upon him wholly, calling on him fervently, trusting in him steadfastly, 
and, by a life of faith, to receive from his fulness a supply for every 
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want. No real holiness of heart, nor true morality in life, can be had, 
but through lim, aud by faith in him. He is the true vine, producing 
every branch, with all tis leaves and grapes; and is the green fir-tree, 
from whom our fruit is found. Hosea xiv. 8. 

" For a century past, the noble building of God’s grace has been 
shored up with legal buttresses: Moses is called in hastily to under- 
prop his master Jesus: Gulatian auvils are bought up, aud gospel doc- 
trines hammered thin, and beaten out upon them: Jesus can behold no 
castof grace in hisown gospel: and Paul, were he alive, would ery 
aloud, Who has bewitched you O foolish Britons ! 

Now, Sir, | ask, what good effects have been produced by this 
modern gospel! A century is time suthicient, to give us full experience 
of it. Do we find more praying families, more crowded churches, and 
more empty jails! Are ropes pulled oftener in a chiming steeple, and 
stretched seldomer at ‘T'yburn !) Can we travel roads with more sate- 
ty, aud sleep with fewer bolts upon our doors! Are play-houses, 
gamug-houses, and bawdy-houses, become exceeding rare; and their 
owners grown Very meagre, quite abashed at their occupation! Have 
we more preaching bishops aud pains-taking clergy, more staunch pat- 
riots and upright lawyers, more gentle masters and faithful servants, 
and more fai dealing practised in buying and selling ? 

Alas, Sir, you know, and | know the contrary. Adultery and whore- 
dom, gluttony and drunkenness, cursing and swearing, gaming and 
gambling, diversion and dissipation, are become so common, as to make 
the fashion: and sodomy, the last scum of a filthy land, is bubbling in the 
pot apace, boiling over. Wickedness has found a whore’s forehead ; it 
wears no mask, and fears no censure Ever since the new-gospel 
shewed its face, profaneness and infidelity have been pouring in, like a 
sweeping rain, and overflowing the land. God has lost his worship, 
Christ has lost his office, scripture lost its credit, and morality has lost 
its carcase. It is become a pageant, held up in a pulpit, but seldom 
noticed out of it: and as for holiness, it is the land’s abhorrence. ‘The 
Christian title, saixt, not applied in scripture to apostles, but to all be- 
lieving churches, is become a name excecding fulsome. A Christian 
nose will wind up, like a bottie-screw, at the mention of it; aud Esau 
cannot vomit out his spleen on Jacob more effectually, than to cry, 
‘You saint.” 

ir, these things are notorious ; and a judicial consequence of depart- 
ing from the scripture doctrines. God will bear no witness to any doc- 
trines but his own. All endeavors for a reformation will be blasted, 
when they build on human merit, will, and power; and are not grounded 
wholly on the grace of Christ. A legion of discourses have been pub- 
lished on morality, and a little host of volumes have appeared against 
infidelity ; yet immorality and iofidelity are making rapid progress 
through the land. And how can this be well accounted for, if the 
modern gospel is the gospel of Christ Jesus? 

Where the doctrines of grace are truly preached, a spirit of grace 
will be poured forth to make the word effectual. For thus the Lord 
speaketh, As the rain cometh down from heaven, and watereth the earth, 
and maketh it bring forth and bud ; so shall my word be, it shall not re- 
turn unto me void, but shall prosper. Isa. lv. 10, 11. And again, If 
the prophets hud caused my people to hear my wonps, (had truly deliv- 
ered my doctrine) then they should have turned the people from their 
evil way, and from the evil of their doings. Jer. xxui. 22. And this 
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was speken also of such prophets, as ran before they were sent, (verse 2]. 
had no commission from the Lord. Yet of these the Lord saves, If 1), 
had caused the people to hear wy words, they should have turned them 
from ther evil ways. Though they were tuterlopers, or even hypo. 
‘crites, yet like El.juh’s raven, they should have carried meat in the); 
mouth to feed another, which they tasted not themselves. Judas 
though himself a devil, casteth devils out of others, when he went jp 
Christ’s name, and preached Christ’s word. 

Now, Sir, the case standeth thus; God has promised a reformation, 
when his word is truly pr ached; but no reformation is produced by 
the modern preaching : things are visibly declining from bad to worse, 
‘Therefore we must conclude, either the word of a faithtal God is fallen 
to the ground, or his word has not been preached faithtuily. If God jg 
not in the blame, preachers are aud must be so. 

For a long season, the good old church doctrines have been much 
forsaken ; by some they are derided, and by many are deserted. Yet 
no doctrines can build the church of Christ up, but those which planted 
it. We may labour much in lopping off loose branches of immorality 
and infidelity, yet nothing will be done effectually, til the axe is laid 
tu the tree’s root. ‘The rvot ts cankered, and while it remains so, the 
the lopping off a cankered branch, will ouly cause more cankered 
shouts. 

‘The fall of Adam, and the total ruin of man’s nature by that fall, 
together with his whole recovery by Christ, and through faith in him, 
are become exploded or neglected doctrines. Yet these doctrines are 
the ground-work of our religion, and prove the veed of regeneration as 
well as outward reformation, shew the waut of a new nature as Well as 
new conduct. Scripture represents mankind, as dead in sin, and dead 
to God; and dead souls can have no power to help themselves. We are 
without strength : and therefore God has laid help on one that is mighty, 
able to save unto the uttermost. 

Men are rightly treated in a reading desk, and called by their proper 
name of miserable sinners: but in-a pulpit they are complimented on 
the dignity of their earthly, sensual, devilish nature ; are flattered with 
a princely will and power to save themselves; and ornamented with a 
lusty fadge of merit. Justification by faith, the jewel of the gospel 
covenant, the ground-work of the reformation, the glory of the British 
church, is now derided as a poor old beggarly element, which may suit 
a negro or a convict, but will not serve a lofty scribe nora lewd gen- 
tleman. And the covenant of grace, though executed legally by Jesus, 
purchased by his life and death, wrote and sealed with his bluod, is 
deemed of no value, ull ratified by Moses. Paul declares, Nod other 
foundation can one lay, beside that which is laid, Christ Jesus. 1 Cor. 
iii, 11. But men are growing wise above what is written, and will have 
two foundations for their hope, their own fancied merit added to the 
meriturivus iife and death of Christ. 

Ifan angel should visit our earth, and vend such kind of gospel, as is 
often hawked from the press and pulpit, though he preached morality 
with most seraphic fervency, and till his wings dropped off, he would 
never turn une seul to God, vor produce a single grain of true morality, 
arising trom the Jove of God, and aiming on/y at his glory. 

When Nicodemus waits on Jesus, he receives instruction, such as 
every heart should receive from his teacher. The sermon is recorded, 
as a model, for the ministers of Christ to copy alter. Nicodemus ap- 
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pears to be a very upright man, though somewhat timed; he was a 
teacher too in Isracl, ddarxadc¢ ; aud of course explained the two tables, 
aud preached what we call morality ; he also was a lowly man, and 
therefore wanted more instruction ; and he came to Jesus with an high 
opinion of his character, believing him to be a prophet, a teacher come 
from God. 

Had Nicodemus lived in the present age, he would have been es- 
teemed a topping gospel minister, and might have made a netable arch- 
deacon. For, though a stranger to the new birth, and to faith in 
Christ's atonement, he was a teacher of morality, @ moral man himself, 
and had full faith in Jesus, as a proph: ot. Well, he comes to Chris! 
and expects, no doubt, a famous lecture on morality ; perhaps a hand- 
some compliment for himself; but lo! he hears strange news, Except 
he is born again, he cannot enter into the kingdom of God, his kingdom 
of grace and glory, John iii. 3, 4,5. A moral conduct shall avail him 
nothing. without a new birth, a new nature from above. ‘The Jewish 
ruler was a stranger to this doctrine, (as some modern teachers are,) 
and asks a mighty staring question about it; and seemed mach bewil- 
dered, even after Jesus had explained the doctring. 

Yet Nicodemus, as a teacher in Israel must have read his Bible, and 
of course understood the necessity of reformation, or a new moral con- 
duct. And who can be a stranger to this matter. Heathen, Jew, or 
Christian, whose conscience is not wholly seared; But if Jesus meant 
a reformation of life by regeneration, his behaviour to the ruler was 
disingenuous, and cannot well be justified. For on this supposition, 
Jesus only proposed a matter to Nicodemus, which he knew perteetly 
well; but proposed it craflily ander a new name, or a mictaphoric al 
expression, Which he knew not, and then takes occasion to prin the 
ruler with his ignorance, Art thou a master in Israel. and kaowest not 
these things? Jesus. therefore, must either mean something more than 
mere reformatiun of life, or his conduct towards Nicodemus will appear 
crafty and captious. 

If by regeneration Jesus did not intend a moral reformation of life, 
but a spiritual renovation of nature, a real, but secret work of the Holy 
Spirit on the souls of men, producing a new and spiritual service, and 
divine communion in that service, then his reproof of the ruler was just; 
because he might have learnt the doctrine of regeneration from Ezekiel, 
where God says, [wll take away the heart of stone, and give you a new 
heart and a new spirit; and Twill put my Spirit within you : berein 
consists God’s work of regeneration ; and the true reform«tion resuits 
from it, yet by the Lord’s hand, for so it follows, and IF will cause you 
to walk in my statutes, and keep my judgments, and do them. Ezek. 
XXXvi. 25. 2°. 27. 

So. when Moses gives his dving charge to Israel, he tells them, The 
Lord thy God will circu neise thy heart, and the heart of thy seed, ty love 
the Lord thy God, with all thy heart, and with all thy soul. Deut. 
xxx. 6. 

Jeremiah also preaches the same doctrine, [ w // give them one heart, 
and one way ; and 1 will put my fear in their hearts. that they shall not 
depart from me. Jer. xxxii. 39, 40. Sce further, Ezek. xi. 19, 20.— 
Jer. xxiv. 7 —xxxi. 33.—Prov. xvi. 1.—Psal. li. 0. 

Much people, who are strangers to the work of regeneration, suppose 
the new birth is only Christian baptism; and that every one is born 
again, who is baptized. Indeed the new birth may be conveyed with 
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baptismal water ; and has been conveyed to an infant, before its birth, 
or at its birth; as we read of John the Baptist, that he was filled with 
the Holy Ghost from his mother’s womb ; yet the generality of Chris. 
tians are not born of the Spurit, when bavtized with water, because no 
proof is given of it, in their childhood, youth, or manhood. No appear- 
ance can be found of an heart devoted unto God, which is the fruit of 
a spiritual birth. ‘The wature of a baptized child, belonging to a 
churchman, is still as froward and as evil, as the nature of an uubapti- 
zed child, belonging to a quaker. Which shews that after water-bap- 
tism is received, a spiritual birth is wanting still, not merely to moralize 
the conduct, but to sanctify the heart, and devote it unto God. 

When Jesus had declared to Nicodemus the necessity of regenera- 
tion, he then speaks of the atonement, and of justification by fuith ; As 
Moses lifted up the serpent in the wilderness, even so must the son of 
man be \ifted up; that whosoever believeth on him, should not perish, 
but have eternal life. John iii. 14, 15. And so the conference ends. 

The Spirit’s birth brings a meetness for heaven; it teaches men to 
offer spiritual sacrifices, but gives no right to pardon, nor any claim to 
eternal life. These blessings are wholly treasured up in Christ, and 
only are obtained thréugh faith in him; even as you heard just now, 
Whoso believeth on him hath eternal life. Therefore Jesus conducts 
the ruler through regeneration to the atonement, and justification by 
faith, and there ends: ends with what truly finisheth the Christian 
character, a whole dependence upon Jesus Christ, even after spiritual 
life is received, and manifested by an holy walk. 

Doctor, pray save vour breath a little. A small scruple has just 
popt into my head, and I must be satisfied. Your talk about baptism, 
together with the breadth of your beaver, and the scanty number of 
your button holes, make me suspect you are some quaker. 1 do not 
mean to scandalize that people: they are notable men in business, and 
honest men tow; very friendly with one another, and take special care 
of their poor; bat [ will not leave my own church, Doctor. Tell me 
then. and tell me honestly, whether you meant to revile the church- 
baptism, ty what you said concerning it? 

No sir, not at all: Ll only meant to keep you from relying on bap- 
tismal water, without the Spirit’s baptism. | have no doubt, that infant 
baptism is attended with the same blessing now, as infant circumcision 
was formerly. Both the ordinances are of God’s appointment, and in- 
troductory rites into his visible church on earth. The Jews were sa- 
ved, as Christians are, by faith: the gospel-covenant belonged to them, 
as well as to ourselves: only the introducing rite was different. And 
if Jewish children were received into the church’s fold by circumcision ; 
why not Christian children too by baptism? Nothing is said to forbid 
them: Jesus encouraged the bringing little children to him, and rebu- 
ked his disciples, when they sought to prevent it. And how can little 
children now be brought to Jesus, but by baptism ? 

Long before the law was given, God declares to Abraham, that an 
uncircumcised child shall be cut off from his people ; he hath broken my 
covenant, Gen. xvii, 14. These are awful words, and should be well 
attended to. The covenant here spoken of, is not the Sinai covenant, 
but the covenant of grace. Circumcision was the outward sign of this 
covenant to Abraham, as baptism is to us. ‘The outward rite is differ- 
ent, but the covenant the same. And therefure this awful threat 
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against neglecting infant circumcision, may cast a further look to the 
gister-rite of infant baptisin. 

] would hate no man, and do condemn no man for thinking different- 
ly in this matter; vea. | feel a tender brother's love for mauy, and can 
lay then on my heart, though they do think differently: yet surely it 
behoveth every parent to act cautiously. Neo harm can possibly arise 
from baptizing an infant; but harin may arise from neglecting baptism, 
Such neglect may be considered as contempt: so it was considered 
formerly, and so it may now, 

But enough of this matter: your suspicions drew me from my pro- 
per walk; and now, Sir, 1 return to finish it. When the doctrines of 
regeneration and justification by faith, become despised or deserted 
doctrines, the labours of the clergy will prove uscless. their persons will 
grow cheap. their office seem contemptible, and they at length may be 
ashamed of their function and their livery. 

The present age would fain be called a learned age, and the giddy 
people think themselves a wise people ; wise to do evil, hut to do good 
have no knowledge. Reason flirts at revelation, merit spurns the thought 
of grace, tapers would out-blaze the sun. and human fancies far out- 
weigh the truths of God.—But, Sir, I must be moving. 

A word or two more, Doctor, and then we take a friendly leave. 
Your visit to the grazier will certainly get wind. Every creature will 
be staring, as you walk through the parish. Your look and gate are 
primitive ; and your beaver would almost fill a bushel. A dozen skim- 
ming dish hats, such as geutry wear, might be scooped from it. To- 
morrow I expect the vicar at my house, to dine upon a good fat capon, 
and he will surely make enquiries after you. Can vou puta brief ac- 
count of faith into my mouth, which may lay at ny tongue’s end, rea- 
dy for him when he comes? He will hear what is said patiently ; and 
if he does not approve, he will not revile. He rails at nobody; and 
has never had a single squabble with the parish, since he came, about 
tythe-eggs, pigs, or turnips. 

Faith iw Christ, Sir, implies not only an hearty belief of the Saviour’s 
doctrines, but an whole dependence on the Saviour’s person, as our pro 
phet, priest, and king. It requires a careful use of the means of grace, 
but forbids all trusting in the means. I must read the word of God 
with care, yet not rely upon my own ability, to make me wise unto sal- 
vation, but wholly trust in Jesus, as my prophet, to open my dark under- 
standing, and direct me by his Spirit into all saving trath—I must watch 
against sin, and pray against it too; yet not rely upon my own strength 
to conquer it, but wholly trust in Jesus, as my king, to subdue my will, 
my tempers, and my affections, by his Spirit; to write his holy law up- 
ou my heart, and influence my conduct to his glory—I must be zealous 
of good works, as zealous to perform them, as if my pardon anda 
crown of glory could be purchased by thei; yet wholly trust in Jesus, 
as my priest, to wash my guilty conscience in his purple fountain, and 
clothe my naked soul in his glerious righteousness, thereby receiving 
all my pardon and my title to eternal life. 

The life of faith is thus expressed by Paul, Run with patience. the 
race set before you, looking uato Jesus ; looking unto him with a single 
eve continually ; and looking so by prayer and faith, as to receive sup- 
plies for every want. 

Faith is the master-key to the treasury of Jesus: it opens all the 
doors, and brings out every store. Au heart, well nurtured in this pre- 
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cions grace, finds the gospel rest. In time of danger, sickness. or temp. 
tation, it flutters not, ner ‘struggles hard to help itself. but standeth sti) 
and sees the Lord's salvation, ‘The eye is singly fixed on Jesus, i¢ 
heart is calnly waiting for him, and Jesus brings relief. Faith calls, 
and Jesus answers, “Here T an to save thee!” 

Indeed, Doctor, Lam quite charmed with this account of faith + jt jg 
just what our charch-homilies tell us: it secures the interest of holiness, 
ob-dience, and good works, and gives the whole glory unto God, Why. 
this is right; man is saved, and God glorified; man is brought to hea. 
ven through grace, and sings eternal halle slujals for it. I wish we 
heard a little more about this “gospel faith, and indeed a little more about 
Bible-sin and holiness ; but these names, | think, are growing out of 
date. When I waited on the vicar to pay my last Easter-cflerings, | 
fiuud a fierce young fellow there, just arrived trom college, who called 
himse!f a soph. He seemed to make a puff at sin and. holiness, but 
talked most outrageously of moral rectitude and obliquity. 1 could not 
then fish out, who these moral gentry were, but I caught it afterwards 
ina market, where [ sometimes pick up rags of lear.ing. A string of 
two legged cattle, with tails growing out of their brains, and ha: ging 
down to their breech, rede helter skelter through the beast- market, 
The graziers were all in full stare, as you may think ; ; some said they 
were "Frene ‘hmen; some thought they were Jesuits; some said, they 
were ‘Turks, who had fled from the Russians: and some affirmed. they 
were monkeys, because of their tails; but the clerk of the market, 
coming by, assured us, they were a drove of moral rectitudes, who had 
been drin ing freely at the Hoop, and railing madly at the Bible, and 
were going post-haste to lodge with Miss Moral Obliquity. So I found 
that Mr. Moral Rectitude and Mrs. Moral Obliquity were own brother 
and sister, both of them horned cattle ; only one was male and the oth- 
er female. —Doctor, I have no wine to offer; but you shall take a glass 
of my Holland gin, before you go; it is right special. The weather is 
hazy, and may require it: and my heart 1s quite free to give it. 

Sir, | thank you, but I drink no drams. ‘They are too violent for a 
Christian, whose understanding should be free and calm. Indeed no 
sort of cordial now is wanted: !am enough refreshed, if you are sitis- 
fied. 

Well, but Doctor, let me drop a friendly word at parting. Do nt 
pop your head int» a house with sash- windows. They are all born 
without ears ; or their ears are slipped into their mouth, and grown to 
their tongue; thev talk ata vast rate, but caunnot hear at all. And 
pray take heed of wasps: the country is wofully infested with them. 
They buz about every where, rob the parish hives of their proper hon- 
ey, and fain would drive the labouring bees away. One can scarce 
read a he ws-paper, but two or three will settle on it; for they love a 
sip of printer's ink. Baware, lest they settle on your beaver, and sting 
vour crown. Their tails are mighty venomous, and their virtue lieth 
there. Farewell, Doctor. 

Farewell, Sir; grace and peace be with you. 









oe 


soo abe eS Ea 


oaoed 


A Ag ey 










































A Memorial addressed to the Associate Synod. 


Ant. VI. 4 Memorial addressed to the Associate Synod. 


On account of the “ Letter” which forms the succeeding “ Article,” 
it is thought to be proper and just to publish in this place, the follow- 
ing Memorial, which has lately been put into circulation. 

5 
** MEMORIAL, 

It has been deemed proper to send two copies of the following memorial and remonstrance, to each min- 
ister of the Asso ‘iate Churce, for himself wand his elder, previous to the meeting of Synod, in order to put 
every mewber of the court in possession of our views, (nd tO call his attention to the sul ject, that whether 


he agree wiv hus oF not, he may be prepared to act with judgment and deliberation in this trying ersis in 
our affurs; unl accorsingly a sufficient number for this purpose, ind no wore, hos been printed. | 


Ty the Reverend the Associate Synod of North America, to meet at Pittsburgh onthe Ath Wednesday of May, 

1837. 

The subscribers, in common with many others, teeling deeply aggrieved with the 
proceedings and the decision of Synod in May last, in the case of the Rev. Andrew 
Stark, and believing them, as they do, to be contrary to the holy sciiptures and to 
the principles and order of the Associate Church, would respectfully remonstrate 
against the same as in their judgment subversive of order and justice—calculated to 
injure the cause of religion among us, and to bring the discipline of the house of God 
into contempt ; and they would earnestly petition Synod to review the proceedings 
of which they complain, and to reverse the decisions founded on them. More 
particularly ; nA red. ; 

1st. We remonstrate against the decision refusing to sustain, at least in part, the 
protest of the Rev. A. Stark against the proceedings of the Presbytery of Albany, 
allowing Chauncey Webster to attempt to prove things which he had retracted as 
‘unwarranted and unfounded.” To allow a man, and much more, to require a man 
to prove what he retracts as unwarranted and unfounded, in other words, to prove 
what he declares he believes is not true, is too absurd to admit of detence in any 
case, and is not defended in the report of the committee sanctioned by Synod. In 
that report it seems to be taken for granted, and very justly, that it such was the 
fact, there would be good reason for sustaining the protest aod reversing the pro- 
ceedings of Presbytery as irregular and unjust.—Aad yet this very fact is admitted in 
the saine report, at least as it respects ‘* one or two things” which is the interpreta- 
tion of the word ** some” originally written by Mr. Webster in the retraction refer- 
red to. Surely then on the principles of that report and on the principles of common 
sense, these ** one or two things” ought never to have been admitted to proof by the 
Presbytery, and so far at least the protest of Mr. Stark ought to have been sustain 
ed. But further, ‘* these some things,” these ** one or two things” admitted to have 
bees retracted, do not appear to have been ever specified, and, therefore, they could 
not be known. The protest against the decision of Presbytery, therefore, in order 
to meet the case, behoved to be general, and in our opwion ought to have been sus- 
tained inits general form. But as the matter now stands, the Synod in tact by their 
deed sanction the very thing complained of in the protest. ; 

2d. We respectfully and earnestly remoustrate against the course pursued by Sy- 
nod in proceeding to try Mr. Stark on a libel put into his hands by tue Presbytery of 
Albany, without allowing him that time for preparing his defence, to which every 
man is entitled by the rules which regulate judicial proceedings in every well regula- 
ted court, and are laid down in the book of discipline by which, as a church, we pro- 
tess to be guided.—To secure the ends of yustice, ample opportunity of defence should 
be allowed to every one on trial, As a general rule, 10 days at least are usually al- 
lowed, after notice given of the time of trial, to make the necessary pyeparation, 
More than this is often necessary and may be justly claimed, and the refusal in most 
instances would amount to a denial of justice. But Mr Stark, in a state of feeble 
health, and at thedistance of 100 miles, receives notice on Saturday, that Synod will 
proceed to try the libel on Tuesday following. And when Mr, Stark appears on the 
day appointed, and states the impossibility of making a defence from waut of time ; 
and when a motion is made to postpone the trial to allow the necessary time, the Sv- 
nod refuse it—proceed to try the libel in the ab-ence of defence—tind the charges 
proven, and suspend the accused indefinitely from the functions of the ministry and 
the communion of the church, Tus course, in our ju igment, is unjust and oppres- 
sive in the highest degree, and we look in vain, in the history of the transaction, tur 
any thing to Justify or pallate it. Ifsuch is its true character, surely the Lord jg 
not with the court in the judgment. Whether the decision, as it respects the mer. 
its of the case be right or wrong, is not here the question. It is a decision arrived 
at by violating constitutional law, aud disregarding the very forms of judicial pro- 














514 A Memorial addressed to the Associate Synod. 


ceedings set up to protect the accused, and secure righteousness in judgement, For 
the-e reasons, justice injured by such proceedings and by sufferings unrighteous), 
inflicted, calls fora review, and in order to this, for the immediate reversal of 1), 
decision tounded on them. 

3rd. We remonstrate against the proceedings referred to, because contrary t, 
the practice of every well regulated court, the testimony on which the main ejay. 
gesin the libel were found proven, was testimony taken in another court, and in ap. 
other cause, in which Mr, Stark was not a party, and in which the privilege of 
bringing rebutting testimony, was on this account retused to him—and also because 
testimony, even of this kind, was admitted te which there was no reference in the 
libel, in direct violation of one of the plainest rules of our book of diseipline., Thys 
decision of Synod turnishes a case, we believe, wholly unprecedented in the Seces. 
sion, or in any other church, in which a minister of the gospel is tried, convicted, 
and suspended indefinitely, from the functiens of the ministry and from the com. 
munion of the church, without a single witness being examined on the trial to prove 
the things whereof he was accused. Can such proceedings be right? Can they be 
justified by any possible circumstances? Will they receive the sanction of the 
Secession Church, and go down as an example to be imitated by her presbytenes 
and sessions in the exercise of discipline? Are the ordinary rules of proceedure laid 
down in our own books and sanctioned by the practice of all well regulated courts 
to be thrown aside as unnecessary and useless in our judicial proceedings? We hope 
not. But to such aresult the course pursued by Synod, clearly tends ; it establises a 
precedent of the most dangerous kind and assumes an authority to dispense with the 
established safeguards of justice which belongs tu no court on earth. Under a full 
persuasion that this is the case, and actuated, we trust, bya sincere desire to pro- 
mote the best interests of the Secession Church and the cause of righteousness and 
truth, we feel it our duty earnestly to remonstrate against the proceedings referred 
to, and respeetfully to express our resolution to testify against and resist them in 
every lawful way. 

4th. We remonstrate against the proceedings in the case referred to, because of 
the injury they havedone already, and if not corrected, are still likely to do in the 
church. While we consider it the duty of the courts of Christ’s house to act justly 
and righteously in all cases, leaving consequences in the hand of God, yet if any 
thing injurious to the peace and interests of the church, arise out of an unjust and 
unwarrantable exercise of authority, those who exercise it are justly responsible, 
and it is their duty, as speedily as possible, to correct the evil and to do every thing 
in their power to repair the injury inflicted. The first congregation in New York, 
ove of the most respectable under the care of Synod, for numbers, intelligence and 
piety, and fur their ste Ifast adherence to the principles of the Associate Church, feel 
themselves so deeply aggrieved with the proceedings of Synod, that with a unanimi- 
ty unequalled, they have resisted its decision. ‘Ihey now support their pastor iu his 
protest against the course pursued towards him, and stand in the attitude of a people 
protesting against injustice and oppression on the part of their ecclesiastical rulers. 
In this position, they are justified in the judgment of a great portion of their breth- 
reu in other congregations, and share in their sympathies: for if the course prrsued 
by Synod really is what they consider it to be, it is not only their privilege, but their 
duty, to protest against and resist it. 

sth. Weremonstrate against these proceedings and pray for a review of the same, 
because in our opinion there has not been in them a due regard to the state of things 
in this section of the church for a number of years past. Though perfectly united 
in a cordial adherence to the principles of the Secession Chureh, yet that we have 
been in a most unhappy state of division for a long time, is too well known. Strife 
and contention have characterized the meetings of our Presbyteties, and spread with 
their baleful influences among the people, withering and destroying their peace. and 
comfort, and edification. The good and pleasant sight of brethren dwelling togeth- 
er in unity, which in a good degree was formerly seen among us, has passed away, 
and, we tear, is not likely soon to return, This spirit of contention, however intro- 
duced, and so inconsistent with the spirit of the gospel of peace, has changed our 
once fruitful field into a wilderness, and made us a hissing and a reproach to all that 
are about us. The result of such a state of things is as usual, a want of confidence 
in each other, and a total incapacity arising from prejudice and biassed feelings, ta 
judge of the conduct and actings vt each other. with fairness and candor. Instead of 
bearing one another's burdens, and so fulfilling the law of Christ, we are but tov rea- 
dy to heap burdens on each other—to charge with deeds never committed—to impute 
motives never felt—to wrest the words and misinterpret the actions of each other, 
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in the plainest and simplest matters. Hence there is thought to be, on the one side, 
an eagerness to criminate and convict, totally unfitting for the exercise of impartial 
and righteous judgement ; and on the other a disregard of authority which is con- 
ceived to be so used. Each party appears to consider itself as wholly right, and the 
other as wholly wrong, and chargeable with all the sin, and responsible for all the 
evils, under which we are now suffering. In such a state of things, an impartial ob- 
server would doubtless perceive, that errors have been committed on both sides, and 
there can be as little doubt that any decision affecting either of the parties, which 
overlooks this, can hardly be a righteous decision.—For these reasons, we tee! per- 
suaded that, had due attention been paid by the Synod to these painful facts, their 
decision even on the merits of the case, would have been very different. As it 1s, 
however, we feel confident that, instead of being viewed as an impartial proceeding, 
tending to heal the divisions unhappily existing, it can be regarded only as, we regret 
to say, some decisions of Synod connected with this have already been regarded, as 
taking sides with one of the parties, encouraging them in their course, and wounding 
still more deeply the feelings of others. Thus, instead of the breach being healed, 
it has only become wider, and a crisis in our affairs has been induced, which, if not 
treated in the spirit of impartial justice and conciliation, can tend only to greater alien- 
ation—to more serious and painful consequences. We esteem it our duty to render 
submission to the Courts of Christ’s house, when these act in the spirit of Christ, 
and judge righteous judgment ; and we are far from wishing to uphold or countenance 
any in resisting authority so used. But if, in our judgment, the authority of church 
courts is exercised in subverting judgment, and in such a way as to destroy, instead 
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of building up, the house of the Lord, we have a right, and it is our duty, to remon- 
strate, as we now do, and to exert every lawful mean in our power that judgment 
may return to righteousness, and that peace, the effect of righteousness, may be res- 
tored to this suffering section of the Secession Church. 
ARCHIBALD WHYTE, 
DUNCAN STALKER, 
ALEXANDER BULLIONS, 
PETER BULLIONS, 
THOMAS GOODWILLIE, 
WILLIAM PRINGLE. 


January, 1837. 


Arr. VII. A Letter addressed to the Signers of the foregoing Memorial. 


To the Rev. Messrs. A. Whyte, D. Stalker, A. Bullions, P. Bullions, T'. Goodwil- 
lie, and W, Pringle. 
Dear Breturen: 

I have received through the Post Office, two copies of a Memorial and 
Remonstrance, addressed by you to the Associate Synod, one for myself, 
and one for “my elder.” In this document you express the grievances 
which you profess to feel on account of certain proceedings of the last an 
nual meeting of our Synod: and in thus doing what you doubtless regard 
your duty, you bring grievous charges against your brethren—you “ ac- 
cuse them of many things, which you cannot prove,” and to which they 
will never consent to plead guilty. I greatly regret the appearance of this 
paper, at a time, when matters in this section of the church were rapidly 
settling down into a quiet and pacific state; and, more especially, as 
you express an intention of presenting it to the consideration of the 
next Synodical meeting. And my object, brethren, in addressing you 
at present, is to remonstrate—affectionately, but earnestly remonstrate, 
against the course you have adopted, and to endeavor to prevail with 
you to abandon the intention of carrying your alleged grievances be- 
fore the Synod And my reason for this is, because, as will be seen in 
the sequel, you either do not understand, or you evidently misrepresent 
Vor. XIII. 57 
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the case, which you present as the matter of your grievance ; and cop. 
sequently your course, if persisted in. must inevitably end in your own 
confusion, unless you succeed in practising a deception on the supreme 
Court of the Church to which you belong—both of which unhappy al- 
ternatives had better be avoided; and the power to avoid them rests. 
at present, entirely with yourselves. That there are misstatements 
and misrepresentations in your Memorial, I think, dear brethren, can 
easily be shown; that these are tntentional I will not assert; indeed 
with some of you I know they are not. When, therefore, these incorrect 
and partial statements and high colored representations, together with 
the obvious tendency of your conduct are faithfully pointed out to you, 
may I not hope that your christian candor will lead you to correct your 
mistakes, and that you will henceforth cease your opposition to the de- 
cisions of Synod, made in the case of the Rev. Andrew Stark? 

There are five things in your Memorial which you present as grounds 
of grievance, against which you remonstrate. and for the immediate re- 
moval of which you pray the Synod. 

The First of these is “ The decision [of Synod] refusing to sustain, 
at least in part, the protest of the Rev. A. Stark against the proceedings 
of the Presbytery of Albany, allowing Chauncey Webster to attempt to 
prove things which he had retracted as ‘unwarranted and unfounded.’ ” 
This statement, brethren, respecting Mr. Stark’s protest is not correct. 
His protest was not against “the proceedings of the Presbytery of Al- 
bany, allowing Chauncey Webster to attempt to prove,” &c. but against 
the sing/e act of that Presbytery, by which they rejected a resolution 
which Mr. Stark offered in bar of the trial of Mr. Webster, and which 
ran in these words—* Resolved, that it is contrary to the discipline of 
the Associate Church to allow a person to prove what he had already 
declared to be unfounded.” As this resolution embraced an abstract 
proposition, which the Presbytery were not called to act upon, and as 
it had no bearing on the case then before them, but was designed to in- 
terrupt their regular proceedings, it was of course rejected. And it was 
against this deed of rejection that Mr. Stark protested and appealed to 
the Synod. It is material to have this point correctly stated, in order 
to remove a wrong impression your language is calculated to produce. 

Now, any grievance arising from the Synod’s refusal to sustain this 
appeal of Mr. Stark must seem remarkable enough. Had the Synod 
sustained the appeal, they would by that deed have sanctioned the cor- 
rectness of an abstract, universal proposition, which certainly admits of 
many exceptions—they would have sanctioned a principle in judicial 

rocedure, which is expressly repudiated both by civil and ecclesiastical 
leesadiies would have affirmed a thing to be contrary to the discipline 
of the Associate Church, which is contrary to the discipline of no com- 
munity deserving the name of a Church. But, brethren, as you pro 
fess to differ from others in judgment on this point, laying assertion aside, 
let us reason the case.—Is it indeed ‘‘contrary to the discipline of the As 
sociate Church to allow a person to prove what he had already declared 
to be unfounded?” Or in other words, is a confession of guilt in all 
cases to result in conviction without any further investigation? The 
rule which governs the practice of our civil courts in relation to con- 
fessions of guilt is founded in common sense and equity,—“ Every spe- 
cies of confession, to be admissible must be free and voluntary. And 
in the case of a confession made before a magistrate or other person, if 
it appear that the defendant was induced to make it by any promise of 




















































41 Letter, &. 517 


favor, or by menaces, or under terror, it shall not be received in evi- 
dence against him.” (2 Hale, 285. Archbold's practice, 117.) “ How- 
ever slight the inducement may have been, a confession so obtained 
cannot be received in evidence, on account of the uncertainty and doubt 
whether it was not made rather from a motive of fear or interest, than 
from a sense of guilt.” (Chitty’s Pleadings, p. 118.) These quotations 
from standard works on Law are sufficient to show what is the practice 
of civil courts relative to confessions of guilt. You surely could not 
have been ignurant of this; and yet because the Synod did not sanc- 
tion a principle directly contradicted by such practice, you affect to be 
greatly aggrieved! Were any civil court to practice according to the 
rule, you would have had the Synod to establish, it would subject itself 
to the scorn and contempt of all honest minds, and expose itself to an 
impeachment on the ground of imbecility or wilful disregard of the 
claims of right. You have doubtless read of the feelings of deep ab- 
horrence and reprobation that were excited in the breasts of all the pi- 
ous and intelligent in Scotland, when the Justiciary Court acted on the 
plan, on which you would have the “discipline of the Associate 
Church” conducted. I refer to the case of James Mitchell, who was 
convicted and condemned to death by that unrighteous court, simply on 
the ground of a confession, he had formerly made, of an attempt to as- 
sassinate Sharp, the bishop of St. Andrews. When arraigned for trial, 
my author states, that “Sir George Lockart argued in behalf of the 
prisoner, with great judgment and learning to the admiration of the au- 
dience, showing, that no extra-judicial confession could be allowed in 
court, and that his confession was extorted from him by hopes and pro- 
mise of life.” (See Crookshank’s History of the Church of Scotland.) 
But you may perhaps object to this appeal to the practice of civil 
courts, respecting an ecclesiastical affair, Ihave indeed only appealed 
to such practice, because it is based on a common-sense principle; a 
principle, which I will now proceed to show you, is also acted on in the 
matter of ecclesiastical discipline. In our Book of Discipline we have 
no express rule on the subject, but we have one laid down in Stewart's 
Collections, a book which has always becn regarded as of au hority in 
our church courts. The ruie to which I refer is the following—* Pro- 
bation by confession, if judicial, is the strongest of all probation; but if 
men confess a crime, rather from weariness of, or aversion to life, than 
from conscience of guilt; or, if there appear any signs of distraction or 
madness, then such confessions ought not to be rested upon,” &c. (See 
Book iv. Tit. 3. sec. 5., also sec. 11.) Whatsay you, brethren, to this 
rule? What now becomes of your grievance? Or is it a matter of 
grievance to you that the Synod did not repeal this long standing rule 
of the Church relative to confessions of guilt?’ Would you have had 
the Synod to establish in its place a rule admitting of no limitations or 
exceptions ? for such was the nature of Mr. Stark’s resolution, the re- 
jection of which you lament as an awful grievance! But the rule _pre- 
scribed to you in the above quotation, and which is embraced in the 
“ discipline of the Associate Church,” is carefully guarded, is strictly 
limited. It declares that a confession of guilt, in order to be received 
in evidence, must be judicial; that is, it must be made by the accused 
in the presence of the court, after his arraignment for trial; and not 
only so, it must also possess certain other attributes, as you will per- 
ceive by again turning your eye upon the rule. 

Thus far I have been considering Mr. Stark’s resolution in the ab- 
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stract, and have clearly shown that the Synod would not have been 
justitied in adopting it, which would hive been the case had his appeal 
been sustained. Let us now consider it in the concrete, at least so far as 
it had a bearing on the case of Mr. Webster. And suppose for a mo. 
ment, that Mr. W. did make the confession which you impute to him: 
was not that confession alleged to have been made before the Presby. 
tery of Albany commenced their process against him? Consequently 
it was not a judicial confession. And besides may it not have been ex. 
torted under a promise of favor, or under menaces, or under terror, or 
from a motive of fear or interest, rather than from a sense of guilt, and, 
therefore, inadmissible by “any well regulated court?’ And would 
you have the Synod to say that a confession made under such circum. 
stances was a sufficient evidence of guilt, and that it would be a horri- 
ble outrage to investigate the case any further? Bvt /et it be remem. 
bered that Mr. Webster when arraigned before the Presbytery for trial, 
ulterly denied having made the extra-judicial confession imputed to him, 
the truth of which denial has since been established by unimpeachable 
testimony. Where then was the error of the Presbytery? And where 
was the error of the Synod in approving of the procedure of the Pres- 
bytery? Brethren, are you not too easily offended ? 

I have clearly shown that Mr. Stark’s resolution, when considered in 
respect of its merits, as an abstract proposition can by no means stand 
the test, and yet, let me remark, that it was not rejected by Presbytery 
and Synod simply on that ground, but chiefly on the ground of its mis- 
application to a particular case. Even though it had contained a true 
proposition, from the wrong application that was attempted to be made 
of it, it behooved to be rejected. The thing had no business there. lt 
was evidently presented with the intention to impede the course of jus- 
tice and to screen guilt; besides in the application that was made of it, 
it was based on the false assumption that Mr. Webster had confessed 
the truth of the charges, laid in the Presbytery’s libel against him. Ac- 
cordingly the Synod, as you will see from their proceedings in the case, 
without particularly affirming or denying the principle of the resolution, 
proceeded to satisfy itself from the examination of witnesses, whether 
the resolution did really apply to the case of Mr. Webster: and the 
judgment of the court was that it did not. And the reason why the 
Synod decided the matter rather in its concrete than its abstract form, 
was, because Mr. Stark’s “reasons of protest,” and the Presbytery’s 
“answers” presented the subject particularly in that point of view. 

I extremely regret, dear brethren, that you should still persist, not- 
withstanding the testimony of Messrs. Campbell and Smart, in holding 
out the idea that Mr. Webster confessed the truth of the charges for 
which he was libelled by the Presbytery of Albany, in so far as they 
affected the character of Mr. Stark. In what a sad dilemma do you 
place both yourselves and your friend Mr. Stark! Did not Mr. Stark 
notify Mr. Webster, through his counsel, and did he not repeatedly de- 
clare in Presbytery that if Mr. W. would retract his injurious state- 
ments, he would withdraw the civil suit which he bad commenced 
against him? If then, Mr. W. did retract, as you, after Mr. Stark, af- 
firm, why was not the civil prosecution withdrawn, according to pro- 
mise? Will you please to answer me that? Did not the continuance 
of the prosecution argue that the retraction you talk about was never 
made? O, but says Mr. Stark, and I suppose you are ready to reite- 
rate it, Mr. Webster fell from his retraction! Well, dear brethren, if 
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Mr. Webster’s falling from his retraction would justify Mr. Stark in 
his civil prosecution, would it not also justify the Presbytery in their 
ecclesiastical prosecution! How wiil you extricate yourselves and 
your friend from thisdilemma?t If Mr. W. retracted, why was he con- 
trary to a solemn pledge given, prosecuted! If he retracted, but after- 
wards fell from it, his prosecution in a church court was surely as jus- 
tifiable as his prosecution in a civil court! 

But | am not yet done with you on this point, as it appears to me so 
amazingly strange that you should still insist on Mr. Webster’s having 
made the retraction in question, All the evidence that either Presby- 
tery or Synod, or you or I, have, or ever had, or ever can have, on 
this point, is contained in the testimony of Messrs. Campbell and Smart. 
And their testimony is of such a nature that it cannot possibly be set 
aside, as they were the only persons present at the time when the al- 
leged retraction was made. ‘True, Mr. Stark insinuates that their tes- 
timony is not correct ; and you seem to give entire credence to the in- 
sinuation. In this you resemble the lady in Mr. Starks congregation, 
who said she would rather believe Mr. Stark, than twenty Synods ! 
But who is Mr. Stark, that his statements in this case, should be enti- 
tled to such implicit credit? Is he nota party concerned? Moreover, 
has he not been suspended from the exercise of the ministry, for “ utter- 
ing falsehoods ?” Is his naked word, therefore, to be believed in pre- 
ference to the testimony of two as unexceptionable witnesses as ever 
appeared in any court? But Mr. Stark has published an anonymous 
letter in corroboration of his statement! So he has, but as he has been 
convicted of writing anonymous letters and pamphlets of a “mendacious” 
character, it is probable that this letter also, 1s the production of his own 
fruitful imagination. But if not; if the writer of that letter be some 
other person than Mr. Stark himself, only let him be brought into court, 
and he can easily be convicted of falsification. I say then, is it not 
strange—is it not at least very inconsistent—that while you condemn 
the Synod in another part of your memorial, for grounding a decision 
on what you think was illegal testimony, you should in the present case 
reject the legal testimony of two unimpeachable witnesses, and ground 
your faith and matter of grievance on the bare assertion of an interes- 
ted party, and of some other individual, if it be right to call him anoth- 
er, whose name is concealed from the public ! 

You charge the Synod with interpreting the word “ some,”’ contain- 
ed in Mr. Webster’s original paper of retraction, to mean “ one or two 
things ;” and you state that “these ‘one or two things’ do not appear 
to have been ever specified;” and further, that “these ‘one or two 
things’ should never, at least, have been admitted to proof by the Pres- 
bytery.” If you willexamine Mr. Smart’s testimony, which has been 
published, you will find that he makes the interpretation you ascribe to 
the Synod; and also that he does specify the “one or two things” of 
which you speak. In answer to the interrogatory, ‘‘ How many of the 
statements in the pamphlet did Mr. Webster admit, that he had found 
to be incorrect, and what were they?” Mr. Smart stated, “I believe 
that there were two. I have no recollection of any more at present. 
The first was the statement that Mr. Stark had attended infidel Jec- 
tures. He had no proof of this, and it was most probably not the fact. 
The other was in reference to the offer made by Dr. Mason to Mr. 
Stark, of the professorship in Dickinson College. This was incorrect 
as to the amount of money offered by Dr. M. to Mr. S., but not as to 








520 A Letter, &c. 





the fact.” This testimony, brethren, ought to have been carefully reaq 
by you.—And now, with respect to these ‘‘ one or two things,” [ asser, 
that the Presbytery of Albany never required Mr. Webster to prove 
them, but left him perfectly free to confess or retract them: and J as. 
sert further that Mr. Webster never attempted to prove them, but did 
frankly confess to the Presbytery that he was mistaken about them, to 
the extent stated in Mr. Smart’s testimony. The minutes of the Pres. 
bytery of Albany show this. What now becomes of the accuracy of 
your statements ! . 
After all that you have said, brethren, in this part of your Memorial. 
there is something in your language which seems to intimate that your 
grievance is not very great. It appears that had the Synod only © jn 
part” sustained Mr. Stark’s appeal, your ground of remonstrance would 
have been done away. An appeal from a solitary act or deed of a 
lower court, has usually, I believe, been either sustained or rejected by 
the Synod. But had the Synod in this instance, adopted the unusual 
course of partly sustaining and partly rejecting the appeal, or in other 
words, taken middle ground, or followed Balak’s plan of managing a 
difficult case, (see Num. xxiii. 25,) it seems you would have been sat- 
isfied. How slight, then, is the ground of your grievance here, about 
which you so solemnly remonstrate! And even this ground is done 
away by your own interpretation of the Synod’s decision. For, in the 
minute containing that decision, you represent the Synod, (incorrectly 
J think,) as taking for granted the correctness of the principle for which 
you plead, viz: that involved in the Resolution of Mr. Stark. But if 
the Synod took for granted, and thus sanctioned that principle, was not 
this sustaining “at least in part,’”’ Mr. Stark’s protest and appeal! Ac- 
cording, therefore, to your own interpretation of the Synod’s decision, 
you have little or no reason for‘remonstrating, in the manner you do. 
But, now, were | to admit for a moment, that the Synod erred in 
“ refusing to sustain, at least in part, the protest of the Rev. A. Stark,” 
you, dear brethren, ought to treat their error with great lenity, since, 
at least one of your number, [the Rev. P. Bullions} and even Mr. Stark 
himself, was for a considerable time under the influence of the same 
error. After Mr. Webster had made the alleged retraction which 
has been imputed to him, that brother, who, I suppose, is the writer of 
the Memorial, insisted on his being libelled tor the very things, which, it 
is now pretended, he had retracted as “unwarranted and unfounded,” 
urging at the same time that “this was the best way to do justice to 
all parties.” Accordingly at his importunity, and contrary to another 
course which had been previously adopted by the Presbytery, he was 
authorised by the Presbytery to draw up a libel against Mr. Webster, 
which at a subsequent meeting was read, admitted, and put into the 
hands of the accused, who was ordered to be ready for trial at the next 
meeting of Presbytery, which was to take place in about six weeks 
from that time. And it was not till that meeting, when Mr. Webster 
had presented himself at the bar of the Presbytery, with a very formi- 
dable array of witnesses, that Mr. Stark presented his celebrated reso- 
lution, and the brother in question changed his mind. The presentation 
of that resolution seemed instantly to flash light aud conviction into his 
mind; for from that moment he affected to be greatly shocked at the 
idea of the Presbytery’s trying Mr. Webster on the libel which he had 
himself been the chief instrument of getting up. Surely that brother 
ought to bear with the Synod on a point, respecting which he was so 
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jong in error himself; and perhaps it would be safe to say that he ought 
by all means to retract this part of his remonstrance : because it seems 
so strange that he should be found remonstrating against a thing which 
he was himself the prime agent in producing. 

Thus, brethren, | have finished all] intend to say on your first ground 
of grievance—I have dwelt the longer on it, because I know that an 
evil disposed person, one who is inclined to act the demagogue, may by 
means of it succeed in misleading ignorant and unsuspecting people. 
Mr. Stark has rung his thousand changes on it, in these or similar 
words, “The Presbytery and Synod have made it lawful to prove 
false statements to be true,” than which a more glaring perversion of a 
simple fact, is scarcely imaginable. I am sorry, indeed, that in the ac- 
count which you give of this matter, you should have manifested so 
much of the same spirit. But, I trust, from the tacts and arguments I 
have laid before you, that you will see that you have not as good ground 
to stand upon, as you may have supposed, and that you will at least ex- 
punge this part of your Memorial, before it be presented to the grave 
consideration of the Associate Synod. 

The Second ground of grievance presented in your Memorial is, that 
Mr. Stark had not sufficient time allowed him, by Synod, to prepare 
his defence on the libel which was put into his hands by the Presbytery of 
Albany. Here, brethren, | think, you do the Synod great injustice. | 
trust, | can easily convince you that you accuse and condemn that court 
very wrongfully. It is some consolation however to know that on the 
present point you are so definite as to name the rule which you assert 
has been violated ; this circumstance will tend greatly to curtail my re- 
marks. For, strange as it may appear, amidst all the charges of viola- 
ting rules which you so lavishly bring against the Synod, you have on- 
ly, I believe, condescended explicitly to name but one, and that one you 
entirely misayply. You here quote the rule which allows the accused 
“ten days” for preparing his defence, prior to his trial; and you main- 
tain that this rule is to be observed by the Synod in the trial of causes, 
which originated in a lower court, where a sufficient length of time for 
preparing a defence had been granted to the accused. What a strange 
and novel interpretation of this rule! Brethren, are you really serious ! 
—What! after a cause from a lower court, is called up in Synod for 
trial, must the accused be allowed ten days more for getting ready his 
defence! But these “ten days” would amount to a whole year; for, 
before their expiration, the Synod is necessitated to adjourn! And if 
this rule be applicable in the case of such trials, it is surely applicable in 
all its extent ; hence, at the next meeting of Synod, the accused is only 
to absent himself, and this will secure him another year for making pre- 

paration! And as he is by the aforesaid rule entitled to a third citation, 
he is only to absent himself again and by this means he will gain three 
whole years for preparing his defence! And if the witnesses to be used 
against him should happen to be his personal friends, perhaps he might 
prevail on them to absent themselves, when he could do so no longer 
himself, and this manceuvre would gain for him a fourth year for mak- 
ing preparation for trial! In a word, if your application of the rule in 
question be correct, then it is put in the power of the accused, if he be 
so disposed, to evade a trial altogether. What would become of church 

Gietipline in your hands, if this be your way of interpreting rules? And 

now, because the Synod acted more in accordance with the dictates of 

common sense and common equity, than to follow your construction and 
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application of the aforesaid rule, it seems, they acted very unrighteoy;. 
/y, and that “God was not with them ir the judgment.” But _perhay 
you will say, that, in the present case, one year would have Leen suff. 
cient. What, then, becomes of the rule you charge the Synod With 
grossly violating’? ‘That rule expressly admits of three citations; and 
dear brethren, you are specially bound to stick to the rule.-—But jg ; 
not strange that such an application of this rule, as that for which yoy 
plead, was never discovered before? The Associate Synod, at almog 
every session, tries some cause sent up from a lower court, but never 
before was it heard of, that the defendant in such a cause had a right 
to obtain, under this rule, three years to prepare his defence! Fo; 
if he could claim “ten days,” he could also so manage it, as to obtain 
by virtue of the same rule, three years and perhaps more. 

Brethren, you entirely misapply the rule in question. For it is wholly 
confined in its provisions to that court where the judicial process com. 
mences, as any one will be able to see from the connection in which 
it stands in the Book of Discipline. Now, you know, that the process 
against Mr. Stark commenced in the Presbytery of Albany, where he 
was cited according to the rule, a first, second and third time. You 
know also, that from the time the libel was put into his hands, till the 
time when Synod entered upon the trial of it, at least four months in- 
tervened. The assertion, therefore, that a sufficient length of time was 
not allowed him for preparing his defence, or that the rule to which 
you refer was violated by the Synod, is utterly groundless. So far 
was the Synod from violating any rule of this kind, that it acted in en- 
tire accordance with the rule which relates to causes, which, like Mr. 
Stark’s, come before it by reference; and which was the only rule that 
had a bearing on the case. ‘The rule to which I refer is the following 
—‘ Upon a reference made and intimate ali parties present are thereby 
cited upud ucta to the judicature referred unto: but if absent, the clerk 
must be ordered to direct summons against them, which.if omitted the re- 
ference cannot be received.” Such a citation is also declared to be 
peremptory, and if not obeyed the accused is to be treated as contuma- 
cious. (See Stewart’s Col. Book iv. Tit. 5. sec. 14. Also, Form of 
Process ch. ii.) Now, brethren, you knew very well the existence of 
this rule, for not long since it was specially presented to your conside- 
ration; why then have you entirely passed it by, and in your eager- 
ness to convict the Synod, grasped at a rule, which you ought to have 
known could not apply to the case? Is this right ? 

But why have you not presented the case fairly? Why have you 
not told the whole truth, or at least given the material facts?) Why 
have you not mentioned that this case came before the Synod by refe- 
rence? That it had commenced four months before that time in the 
Presbytery of Albany? That Mr. Stark had been cited three several 
times to appear before that court and defend himself? That in answer 
to the third citation he denounced the Presbytery and renounced their 
authority? That when the Presbytery referred the case to Synod for 
final adjudication, they notified the accused, and that too more than 
ten days before the time that his trial came on in Synod? I say, why 
have you artfully concealed these important facts, without a knowledge 
of which it is impossible to understand the merits of the case? And 
now, if you will allow me to appeal to your candor, I will just ask, if, 
with a knowledge of all these circumstances, you have done well in repre 
senting Mr. Stark as only being allowed from Saturday till Tuesday, 


















esi 

















4 Letter, &c. 523 




















































hteons. three days to prepare himself for trial on the libel which had been “4 
erhap. his hauds four months? Vf you say that all you mean is, that Mr. 8S. 
| suffi. did not know certainly that the Synod would try him, ull the rc 
- With you mention; | reply, that that is a matter with which you have noth- ; 
> and, ing to do, since, in the notice the Presbytery sent him, the week before, ; 
tis jr he was told, that his case was referred to the Synod for final adjudica- K 
h you tion. Observe the language, referred for final adjudication ; which re- . 
most ference was made, not to the Synod of ie or 1840, but to that one q 
never JB — which was to meetin Philadelphia on the 4th Wednesday of May, 1836. | 
right | should suppose that any reasonable man, who was accused of many 
For and gross immoralities, upon receiving such a notice as this, would im- 4 
Dtain, mediately go to work and prepare his defence if he had any to make, 4 
and not ‘plead the pureile excuse, that he did not know certainly that 
holly the Synod would try him! But as you were not at Synod, who told ; 
com- vou that Mr. Stark was in a state of feeble health at that time? He i 
hich was able to attend to his ministerial duties in his congregation—he look- : 
Ces ed about as well as usual—he was surely enjoying as good health as 
€ he some others who travelled a much greater distance, than he had to travel, . 
You in order to attend the meeting of Synod. What makes you refer so 
the particularly to Mr. Stark’s state of health? Is it to excite sympathy in . 
> in- his behalf? Is it to show the inhumanity of the Synod? Or, is it that 
Was the next Synod might be induced to act more from feeling than from 
hich judgment ? 
far ; It is with pain, dear brethren, that I read the hard things which you 
en- say of the Synod in this part of your Memorial, when | consider that you 
Mr. 4 have not the least possible cause for saying them. It would seem that 
that you “are not afraid to speak evil of dignities.” Because the Synod 
ing } could not apply the rule which yon mention, as you mistakingly think 
by D it ought to have been applied, you charge them with adopting a course 
erk “unjust and oppressive in the highest degree,” and which has nothing 
re- “to justify or palliate it ;” with having “arrived at a decision by viola- 
be ting constitutional law and disregarding the very forms of judicial pro- 
na- ceedings ; ;’ with having “injured justice and inflicted unrighteous suf- 
of ferings,” yea, with not “having God with them in the judgment.” 
of These, brethren, are weighty charges! Surely the Associate Synod 
le. deserved better treatment, at least at the hands of some of you. But as i,’ 
2T- you charge the Synod with violating constitutional law, I hope, when 
ve you come to read over these “hard speeches,” which Ihave just specifi- : 
ed, that you will calmly and seriously reflect on that rule of moral law, 
0 ; which says— Thou shalt not bear false witness against thy neighbor.” 
y : The Third of your grievances relates to certain technicalities which ‘ 
e- ; you allege were not duly observed in the admission of testimony on 
e Mr. Stark’s trial. Y our first objection to said testimony is, that it “ was 
al taken in another court.”’ But the Book of Discipline declares such tes- 
r timony to be admissible, when it says, that “authentic documents and 
r deeds of judicatories may be read in evidence.” Indeed this is ordina- 
r rily the only kind of testimony that is admitted in cases of appeal. Ca- 
n ses of reference stand in the same situation. The General Assembly’s 
yo Book of Discipline states expressly in relation to all such cases, that the q 
> testimony must be taken by the “Judicatory referring.” Your next, and F. 
{ ] suppose prineipal objection, is that the testimouy used, was taken, “in iF 
another cause in which Mr. Stark was not a party ; ’ and you add that 
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bytery of Albany. He was tried for having published, among other 
things, certain charges against the Rev. A. Stark. In exculpating him- 
self from these charges, he adduced witnesses to prove that Mr. Stark 
was the author of certain anonymous pany blets of a bad character, ang 
also, that he was the writer of a certain paper signed K. in the Moni- 
tor, Which he afterwards had repeatedly denied. Now, how far My, 
Stark was or “ was not a party,” so far as these two items were con- 
cerned, I leave it to others to judge. At all events he felt as though 
he was a party, as might have been seen from the manner in which he 
cross-examined the witnesses. And if you did not know, | will now 
tell you, that it was only the testimony which was taken on these two 
points, that was afterwards admitted by the Synod against Mr. Stark. 
Your statement, respecting this matter, is so extremely defective that 
it is well calculated to mislead the uninformed. And | had almost said 
something more severe with respect to your statement, that “ Mr. Stark 
was refused the privilege of bringing rebutting testimony.” If he had 
been, you have no right to complain, since there “ was no reference to 
such testimony in the libel,” that Mr. Webster was tried on. But | 
assert that Mr. Stark was allowed to adduce rebutting testimony, and 
that his explanation of any criminating circumstance was always receiv- 
ed. Accordingly, in exculpation of himself, he presented *‘ extracts” 
from the records of a Presbytery in Scotland, a letter from a Presby- 
tery clerk, a letter from Dr. Mason, &c., all of which was received. 
Indeed, | have no recollection that you had aay ground for your asser- 
tion whatever, except that on a point casually introduced by a witness, 
but having no connection with any thing contained in Mr. Webster’s 
libel, Mr. Stark did propose to prove the contrary, but was over-ruled 
by the court, as Mr. Websier, refusing to be thus interrupted, insisted 
on a technical adherence to the rule. The insinuation that “ rebutting 
testimony” was refused, so far as the “ anonymous pamphlets” and the 
“KK. paper” were concerned, is utterly destitute of all foundation, and 
left uncontradicted, might deceive. 

Now, brethren, I maintain that the testimony obtained as above, was 
admissible on Mr. Stark’s trial. For “authentic documents and deeds 
of judicatories may be read in evidence.” This rule is still more plain- 
ly expressed in the General Assembly’s Book of Discipline, and also in 
that of the Associate Reformed Church. These Books say, that “ Tes- 
timony taken by one judicatory, and regularly certified, shall be recei- 
ved by every other judicutory, as no less valid than if it had been taken 
by themselves.” Your objection, therefore, that the Synod admitted 
“testimony taken in another court, and in another cause,” falls to the 
ground. And that “there was no reference in the libel to some of this 
kind of testimony,” is a circumstance, which can have but little weight 
with any judicious mind ; when it is remembered, that “the some tes- 
timony” alluded to, was not introduced as direct but as incidental testi- 
mony, and as i/ustrative of that which was named in the libel as direct 
and principal. But it is not my design to argue these points at present, 
as this has been sufficiently done by the Presbytery of Albany in their 
Narrative, to which I would refer you. 

1 would, however, present to your consideration the following rule 
contained in the General Assembly’s Book of Discipline—* In cases of 
reference, the judicatory referring ought to have all the testimony and 
other do-uments, duly prepared, produced, and in perfect readiness ; so 
that the superior judicatory may be able to consider and issue the case 
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with as little difficulty or delay as possible.” The Presbytery of Albany 
avted according to the spirit of this rule, but, through the contumac y of 
the accused andthe blameable conduct of some of the witnesses, was 
ouly enabled to present to the Synod the kind of testimony they did ; 
and consequently the Synod found itself in a measure necessitated » 
receive it. Indeed, there is another considet ration, which L might add, 
as going to show that the Synod acted right in receiving the testimony 
against which you demur. You probably know that in : civil courts, on 
the failure of the accused to defend himself, judgment goes against him 
by default. This principle ts recognized in ecclesiastic val courts of judi- 
cature. The Synod would have acted perfectly according to rule, had 
they suspended Mr. Stark without taking any testimony in the case, 
solely.on the ground of his contamacy and refusal to ple ad. His con- 
duct was a tacit evidence of his guilt. Judgment might have been 
entered against him by default. But the Synod instead of dealing with 
him in this summary manner, proceeded to try him on the libel—mttee the 
merits of the case. And in accordance with another principle of law, 
which you have probably heard of, they “made use of the best testi- 
mony offered in the case,” and which they found to be abundantly sat- 
isfactory as to the guilt of the accused. Your grievance, therefore. 
grounded on the illegality of the testimony in question, is destitute of 
any solid support. 

But, though all the irregularities of which you speak, were admitted, 
inasmuch as they are merely technical, and not at all affecting the mer- 
its of the case, they afford you no ground whatever to sue fora “re- 
view” of the case, or in other words, a “new trial.” I hope you will 
not attempt, at this late day, to overthrow the correctness of the prin- 
ciple that, the accused is not entitled to the advantage of an irregulari- 
ty in the proceedings had agaiust him, when he refuses todefend. Mr. 
Stark had notice given him i in the “libel” that ‘recorded testiunony” 
taken in “ another cause” would be adduced against him, but he retu- 
ses to make a defence, and of course offered nv objection to said testi- 
mony, when the admissibility of the libel was tried; and yet you plead 
that ‘he is entitled to the advant: age of what you allege ty have been an 
irregularity committed on his trial ! Brethren, you ronly expose your- 
selves when you take this ground. I presume you do it from thought- 
lessness. But to convince you (if possible,) even on the supposition, 
the irregularities of which you complain did really exist, that they do 
not entitle Mr. Stark to a new trial, let me present to your considera- 
tion certain principles of law on this particular point. 

The New-York Digest, page 80, says on the subject of a new trial, 
“There are certain principles which must be considered settled. 1, 
Testimony must have been discovered since the former trial. 2. It 
must appear that the new testimony could not have been obtained with 
reasonable diligence on the former trial. 3. It must be material to the 
issue. 4. It must go to the merits of the case. 5. It must not be cu- 
mulative.” On page 82, it says, “A new trial will not be granted on 
the grouud of the admission of improper evidence on the (former) trial, 
unless there be probable grounds to believe that injustice has been done 
by the admission of such testimeny.” Again on page 83, it says, “ To 
induce the granting of a new trial, there should be strong probable 
grounds to believe that the merits of the c case have not been fully and 
fairly tried, and that injustice has been done.” These extracts are too 

plain and pointed to require comment. Every reflecting mind must in- 
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stantly perceive the absurdity of as'ing a new trial for your friend 
when you do not even dare affirm that the Synod decided wrong mn 
the merits of the case, or did imjustice in convicting him of being the 
author of the “anonymous pamphlets” and the “K. paper,” and whey 
you do aot pretend that any new testimony “material to the issue” 
has been discovered. 

But I add that the foregoing plain and obvious principles are incor- 
porated in the system of Presbyterian Discipline. In Stewart’s Collec. 
tions (Book iv. tit. 5. sec. 7.) it is provided, that ‘* Assemblies from 
which their lies no appeal, may review or recall their own decisions, on 
some new or extraordinary discovery.” And we meet with the follow- 
ing in the General Assembly's Book of Discipline, (ch. ix.) “If after a 
trial before any judicatory, new testimony be discovered, which is sup- 
posed to be highly important to the exculpation of the accused, it is pro- 
per for him to ask, and for the judicatory to grant a new trial.—But 
the superior judicatory ought to be well satisfied that the alleged testi- 
mony is of real importance, before they determine to put the inferior 
judicatory to the trouble of a new trial.” On the whole then, it seems, 
that in both civil and ecclesiastical discipline, on application for a review, 
or new trial, mere technicalities are thrown aside, and the merits «f the 
case becomes the point in question; and this course is absolutely ne- 
cessary in order to preserve courts from being continually pestered 
with applications to reverse former decisions. ‘Taking the matter there- 
fore, just as you represent it, viz: that the Synod did not observe all 
the technicalities of order, here are well established and, I may say, sa- 
cred principles, which array themselves in opposition to the prayer con- 
tained in your Memorial. 

In this connection, I cannot avoid stating a maxim, according to which, 
I think, remonstrants ought to govern themselves; viz: never to re- 
moustrate against a thing which they themselves were the chief instru- 
ments in producing. One of yourselves, brethren, (the Rev. P. Bul- 
lions) was cited to attend Synod as a witness in the case of Mr. Stark, 
but he begged to be excused on the ground, that his testimony given in 
“ avother cause” would answer the purpose equally well; adding at the 
same time, that his engagements in the Academy rendered it almost im- 
possible for him to leave home, and that if he were compelled to attend 
the Synod, he could not testify any differently from what he had al 
ready done, The Presbytery, always ready to yield to what appears 
reasonable, acquiesced. But now, alas! we have our brother express- 
ing in the strongest terms his abhorrence at the “ unjnst and oppressive ” 
conduct of the Synod in admitting his written testimony as evidence in 
the case! Strange inconsistency! The brother is now remonstrating 
against the very thing for which he then plead. Having artfully drawu 
the Presbytery and Synod into an irregularity as he supposes, he now 
turns upon them and charges them with every thing that is indecent 
and disorderly! The poor unsuspecting Presbytery of Albany will 
learn for the future to scrutinize very closely the counsels of that 
brother, Whether he intended to lay a trap for his brethren, I am not 
sufficiently versed in the art of Jesuitism to tell; but if not, he was once 
of the same mind with the Synod, that regularly recorded testimony, 
though taken in “ another cause,” was, under certain circumstances, ad- 
missible; aud therefore he ought not to use the harsh language which 
he does relative to the Synod’s conduct in this particular.—Again, your 
singular and anomalous course renders it justifiable in me to remind 
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you and the public also, that another of your number (Dr. A. Bullions) 
‘yas cited by the Presbvtery of Albany to give testimony in Mr, Stark’s 
own case, but he refused to obey that citation, without even deiguing to 
render an excuse for his delinqueucy ; and now he also is found re- 
monstrating against the Synod’s course, in proceeding to try and con- 
vict Mr. Stark without his testimony, yes, “ without a single witness be- 
ing examined on the trial to prove the things whereof he was accused !” 
Without offering any comment on such conduct, 1 have only to say, 
that instead of remonstrating against the Synod, he ought rather to be 
expressing his gratitude for the lenity that has been shown him, inas- 
much as he has not been Aimse/f laid under a sentence of suspension for 
his refusal to give testimony in the case. Indeed, had the following 
rule of Presbyterian Discipline been faithfully applied, some brethren 
would have been occupied with other matters than the writing of “ re- 
monstrances.” ‘A member of the church summoned as a witness and 
refusing to appear, may be censured for contumacy, according to the 
circumstances of the case.” 

Dear brethren, you betray great inattention to ecclesiastical rules and 
precedents, when you allege that “the suspension of a minister of the 
gospel, without a single witness being examined on the trial, is wholly 
unprecedented in the Secession or any other church.” Examine once 
more the history of ecclesiastical courts of judicature, and see whether 
the rule requiring suspension for contumacy alone has never been applied 
in the “Secession or any other church.” The rule referred to is ex- 
pressed by one Presbyterian Body, in these words, “If a minister ac- 
cused of atrocious crimes, being twice duly cited, shall refuse to attend 
the Presbytery, he shall be immediately suspended. And if after 
another citation, he shall refuse to attend, he shall be deposed as con- 
tumacious.” Had Mr. Stark been suspended according to the spirit of 
this rule, nay, deposed, justice would only have been done him, 
and the procedure ould not have been so “unprecedented” as you seem 
toimagine. Again, where is the “unprecedented” conduct of a church 
court, in suspending a minister on the ground of testimony, although a 
witness may not have been examined in the case ’ There was indeed 
technically speaking no witness examined on the trial of Mr. Stark, but 
yet there was testimony adduced. (1 hope the ambiguity in your lan- 
guage was not designed.) And even rejecting all that kind of testimo- 
ny against which you object, you know that there was other testimony 
presented on the trial in question, testimony against which there are no 
objections, and testimony which of itself, in my opinion, was every way 
sufficient for the conviction of the accused. I mean the testimony ari- 
sing from the style. manner, sentiments, peculiarity of expression, &c. 
of the pamphlets themselves, of which Mr. Stark was accused with be- 
ing the author. What now, brethren, becomes of the justness and ac- 
curacy of your great assertion respecting the unprecedented nature of 
the Synod’s decision in the case of Mr. Stark ? 

Your Fourth reason for remonstrating “against the proceedings in 
the case referred to,” is, “ because of the injury they have done already, 
and if not corrected, are still likely to do in the church.” While | en- 
tirely differ with you, brethren, as to the matter of fact here expressed, 
Ido very cordially subscribe to the sentiment contained in your next sen- 
tence, and which I think completely upsets your alleged ground of 
grievance. Church courts are to act uprightly and leave all conse- 
quences with God; but they are responsible for all evil consequences 
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arising from an “unjust and unwarrantable exercise of authority.” Thi 
is true doctrine. And as I have clearly shown that such an exercise ¢ 
authority by the Synod as you refer to, has no existence, save jy the 
imagination of a few dissatisfied individuals, | have no work left me or 
this part of your Memorial. It may be stated however, that the han 
some compliment, you pay the “ first congregation in New- York,” 

not easily be misunderstood. I also admit that that is a very sihiaten 
congregation, and by far the wealthiest that was in our Body at the time 
they withdrew from us; but it will be doing them no injustice, Wher | 
state, that many small and feeble congregations far excelled them, 
late years, in supporting the institutions of the Associate Charch, by | 
cuniary contributions. As to their “intelligence and piety, and thei 
stedfast adherence to the principles of the Associate Church,” | have 
nothing to say, only, that I do not think, they gave the very best e 
dence of possessing these atlributes, when they resolved to follow thei ir 
suspended pastor out of the communion of the Associate Church, befor 
they had acquainted themselves with the grounds of his suspension, 
But doubtless, they are far less to be blamed than some of you, dea; 
brethren, who have encouraged them in this course, by justifying both 
them and their pastor. I fear, from this, that many will be inclined | to 
think that your own “ stedfast "adherence to the principles of the Asso. 
ciate Church,” is rather problematical. The “great portion of their 
brethren in other congregations who justify them in their present posi. 
tion,” is not, | apprehend, so very greatas you would have it believed; 
but let it be ever so great, | hazard nothing in saying, that it embraces 
such only as have been imposed upon and misled, by such unfair state. 
ments and representations as are contained in your Memorial. 

The Fifth and last of your grievances, and which has furnished you 
with additional cause of remonstrance, is, that the Syuod in deciding 
Mr. Stark’s case, did not pay “a due regard to the state of things iy 
this section of the church for a number of years past.” It seems, then, 
that the very thing, for which all candid and intelligent people must 
approbate the conduct of Svnod, is to you a matter of sore grievance 

viz. that that court was enabled to decide the case under consideration, 
simply on the ground of its own merits without regard to extraneous 
circumstances, and without consulting the local feelings and prejudices 
of any! [cannot allow myself to make any comment on this your 
last reason of remonstrance, as it must be obvious to all, that vou had 
run out of reasons before you got the length of Fifthly. 1 have no 
objections, however, to what you state by way of confessing sin, in this 
part of your Me:norial, though 1 do object to your attempting to impli- 
cate others besides yourselves, It is pretty well understood through- 
out our ehurch, who hi ave been the real authors of all the “division, 
strife and contention,” which has existed in “this section of it fora 
number of years past.” And T apprehend, that the appearance of your 
Memorial will tend greatly to strengthen former opinion ow this par- 
ticular point. | must say, however, that vour description of the state 
of matters in this section of the church, appears to me to be rather 
overstrained ; but at the same time, it is confessed, that here there is 
too mach ground for lamentation. “It must. needs be that offences 
come; but woe to that man by whom the offence cometh.” 

Brethren, | have finished my examination of your Five grounds of 
grievance and reasons of remonstrance, and am not altogether without 
hope, that some of you at least, will become convinced that they are en- 
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tirely too weak and lame to bear the weight of your Memorial. The 
xe yale subject has suggested lomy inind a few additional remarks which 
| will briefly lay before you, and then conclude my letter, which I fear 
vou may already consider as quite too long. ) 
* In the perusal of your Memorial, there is one thing which cannot es- 
cape particular notice: In the account, you give of the proceedings had 
iy Mr. Stark's case. you evideutly follow his version of the matter, and 
entirely overlook the fucts in the case as given in the Narrative of the 
Presbytery of Albany. This seems to argue a great degree of reckless- 
nes. ‘It has caused a judicious correspondent to say—" lt gives me great 
distress to think of it (the Memorial ;) because if it was drawn up while 
the Narrative of the Albany Presbytery was before them, it leaves not 
a hope of convincing them by any testimony or sound reason.” 
' n . *. e 
There is another thing which caunot bat be noticed by persons read- 
ing your Memorial; that while you charge the Synod with breaking 
rules. your Memorial itself is a gross violation of a very prominent rule. 
| refer to the rule, which is to be observed in the “ review and reversal” 
of judicial deeds, and which has already been stated in this letter. You 
do not pretend that any “extraordinary discovery ” has been made, that 
anv new testimony has been obtained “ going to the mer'ts of the case,” 
or that any consideration affecting the issue is found to exist, and vet 
you pray the Synod to review and reverse their decision in Mr. Stark’s case! 
You do not, indeed, even pretend that the Synod erred in judgment on the merits ot 
the case, your only difficulty is that certain technicalities were not duly observed. 
As to the ‘merits of the case,” you are doubtless of tue same mind with the Synod. 
For, two of your number have declared under oath their belief that the main charge 
inthe libel on which Mr. S. was tried, was frue, viz: that Mr. S. was the author of 
the anonymous pamphlets, and have also stated as the grounds of their belief such 
facts and circumstances, as must produce the same belief in any unprejudiced and 
+ well balanced mind.” —One of your number also has confessed (judicially) his sin 
for the part he had in the publication of the pamphlets in question, thereby acknowl- 
edging in general the correctness of the charges in the libel grounded on those 
pamphlets. Besides, with respect to another important charge in the libel, viz: the 
affair of the ** K. paper,” Mr. Stark himself'does not pretend to deny the truth of it ; 
for in his review of the Presbytery’s Narrative he passes over, in dead silence, all 
that part of it which is occupied with the proof of this atrocious charge. Convinced, 
therefore, as you must be, of the righteousness of the Synod’s decision on the merits 
of this case, 1t was hardly expected, that in the face of reason, and an express rule 
on the subject, you should now be found petitioning for a reversal of that decision ! 
It is well known, brethren, that you are exceedingly remiss in attending the meet- 
ings of the Associate Synod ; and this circumstance is calculated to render your Me- 
morial somewhat suspicious. During the last twelve years [ have myself attended 
Synod as often as the whole of you put together, except one time. ‘Two of vou have 
not attended at all during that period; and other two of you have only attended once 
apiece. There were none of you present at the last meeting of the Synod, against 
whose proceedings you are now remonstrating, nor did you forward any excuses, [ 
believe, for your absence—a circumstance that would justify the Synod in promptly 
rejecting your Memorial. It is certainly a hard case, when those who attend to the 
public affairs of the church, become criminated, and have their proceedings censured 
and condemned by those who lie at home and save themselves the labor and ex- 
pense, which the others, for the good of the church, are willing to encounter. And 
should your Memorial be favorably received, much will be done to discourage those 
who are in the habit of attending the meetings of the Synod, and much tu encourage 
others, who, like yourselves, are in the habit of staying at home, minding their own 
concerns. my 
Many will be ready to regard your course, dear brethren, as verifying the statement 
which lately gave some of you great offence; viz. *‘ that there were a few ministers 
among us, who were trying to break down the discipline of the Associate Church.” 
Mr. Stark was no sooner suspended, than certain ministers, if he tells the truth, wrote 
him letters of condolence on account of the ‘* persecution” he was suffering, and en- 
couraged him to resist the unrighteous decision of the Synod. These, in a letter to 
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the Editor of the Christian Magazine, he styles ‘‘the pious and the orthodox” jn og 
church, and expresses a hope that through their influence the deed of his suspengio, 
will be rescinded, It is well understood that vou torm, if not the whole, at least g 
part of Mr. S's ** pious and orthodox” friends and correspondents ; and now we have 
you remonstrating against the Synod for daring to exercise diseipline on the said \y, 
Stark. If, therefore, your Memorial, together with the fact just mentioned, be no 
an attempt to break down the discipline of the Associate Church, it certainly yi) 
present to many that appearance. : 
It willbe difficult, I apprehend, to convince the public, that your motives in this 
matter are altogether of the purest kind ; because it will be remembered, that one of 
your number, (laying gratitude aside,) has a deep interest at stake with respect tg 
the credibility of the statements contained in the anonymous pamphlets ; tor Mr, 
Stark’s conviction on the charge of writing ‘*calumnious and mendacious ” pamp). 
lets affects to a certain extent that brother's character. His zeal, therefore, to haye 
the decision in question reversed, is easily accounted for. But it will also be remem. 
bered that three more of your number are the relatives and special advocates of tie 
brother just referred to. People, therefore, will think that in this matter. yow are 
¥ not entirely ‘‘actuated,” as you say, ‘by a sincere desire to promote the best inter. 
t ests of the Secession Church, and the cause of truth and righteousness.” The re. 
maining two of your number, being honest and unsuspecting, I am afraid, have al. 
lowed themselves to be imposed upon in this whole affair. 

You speak of the Synod’s course towards Mr, Stark, as being ** unjust and oppres- 
sive,” but do you really think that after a ‘‘ review” of the whole case, the conclusion 
would be any different? What good, then, so far as he is concerned, do you expect 

: to accomplish by your Memorial? You speak, indeed, in one place of a * reversal 
is of the decision in order toa review.” This might benefit your friend, but it would 
| be ridiculously absurd, and I trust the Synod will never become so idiotized as to 

i» commit such a rash and unexampled act. Common sense teaches that ‘‘ the review” 
4 ought to precede ‘‘ the reversal.” Areview, or new trial takes place for the purpose 
of ascertaining whether the decision in question is to stand or be reversed. In the 


will 


: present case, were the Synod first to reverse, they would most probably be saved the 
' trouble of any after review ; as I much question, whether they would catch Mr. Stark 
‘ again, or some of the witnesses either. But ifa ‘‘ review” simply were granted, be 
ty sides the dangerous precedent this would set, and the transgression of a fundamental 


rule, together with the many evil consequences that would inevitably flow from 1, 
the final issue, so far as Mr. Stark is concerned, you must be aware, could be no 
more favorable to him than it stands at present. 

It is about four months since I learned, that your plan was to get, by means of a Me- 
morial, as many of our ministers and elders, as you could, committed on this subject ; 
und then for as many of yourselves and your elders as possible to go on to Synod; 
and thus carry your measures by a combination of force and artifice. A part of this 
plan has been executed, or attempted to be executed by the circulation of your Me- 
morial ; inthe preamble to which, you are bold enough to declare your object, viz. 
that the ministers and elders receiving the Memorial ‘* might be prepared to act with 
judgment in this trying crisis,” that is to say, on your er parte statements. Surely, 
you must draw very largely on the credulity of our ministers and elders if you sup- 
pose they would form any judgment in the case at all, on your one-sided representa- 
tion of it. Hence to aid them in forming a correct judgment, I have thought it a 
duty to publish this letter to you, that they might have before them an outline of the 
facts and arguments, that can be urged on the other side. Besides, all the meinbers of 
the church have a right to know what is the state of matters among us, what are our 
difficulties, and what are the grounds of * strife and contention,” if any such there be. 

I have many other things to mention, dear brethren, but time will not permit me at 
present. I may, however, take occasion to present them to your consideration at 
some future time. In the mean time, allow me to express the hope that enuugh has 
been said to convince you of the propriety of dropping your opposition to the proceed 
ings of the last Synod, and of withholding from the next your Memorial. Indeed 
nothing would give me greater pleasure than to find you so doing. Iam extremely 
sorry that the appearance of your Memorial should check the growth of that friend- 
ship and brotherly fellowship that had begun to show themselves *‘ in this section of 
the church ;” and it would afford not only myself but many others unfeigned joy to 
find you studying ** the things that make for peace ;” and *‘ endeavoring to keep the 
unity of the spirit in the bond of peace.” ** Behold, how good and how pleasant it 1s 
for brethren to dwell together in unity.” O Jerusalem! -* for my brethren and com- 
i, panions’ sakes, I will now say, Peace be withinthee.” Yours respectfully, 

A Memper or Synop. 
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To our Patrons. 


Subscribers who are in arrears are requested to make payment as soon as prac- 


ticable. 


Such noles ought to be sent us, 
discount here as possible. 


as are believed to be subject to as little 


Sometimes the postage and discount on notes sent us, rua 


away with all the profits. All letters ought to be post paid, excepting such as con- 
tain remittances or directly relate to the interests of the Monitor. 


N. B. 


It is expected that those subscribers, residing in the west, who ate in- 


debted for the present volume, or any of the back volumes of the Monitor, will have 
the amount of their dues forwarded to Pittsburgh at the ensuing meeting of the As- 


sociate Synod. 


It is requested that the names of new subscribers, for the next volume of the 
Monitor, be forwarded to us also, either at or before the meeting of Synod. 


JAMES MARTIN. 


Receipts during the Month of March by letter. 


From Rev. A. T. McGill,....... $10.00 
- «© 6 §. Wilson,. «....-.- 14.00 


From Rev. J. M. Scroggs,. ......$4.00 
66 John Us bvkinsé tines 5.00: 


From: Wm. Anderson, eseces . $5.00. 


P. 8. It would be regarded as @ special favor, if the subscribers residing in Wash- 


ington. Co., N. Y., would send us their dues before the meeting of Synod. 


J. M, 








AGENTS. 


ALL MINISTERS AND PREACHERS OF THE ASSOCIATE CHURCH. 


In addition to the ministers and 


itinerating preachers of the As- 


sociate Church, who are authorized to receive subscriptions and 
money, and give receipts, the following persons. are’ authorized to 


. act as agents: | 


John Robertson, Cambridge, Washington Co., 
N. Y. 

A. Bachop, Argyle, Washington Co. N. Y. 

@. A. Martin, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Alex. Gailey, Clark’s Ferry, Perry Co., Pa. 

Wm. McMinn. Potter's Mills, Centre Co., Pa. 

Andrew Graham, Baltimore, Md. 

Andrew Munro, Canonsburgh, Pa. 

Rev. Samuel Wilson, Xenia, Ohio. 





E. Lauderdale, York, Livingston Co. N. Y. 

Tho’s Cummings, Putnam, Wash’n Co. N. ¥. 

James Wilson, Esq., Fawn Grove, York Co. Pa. 

Alexander W, Brewster, Erie, Pa. 

James Hutchinson, Esq., New London Cross 
Roads, Chester Co. Pa. 

John Smith, P. M., Pleasant Run, Carroll Co., 
Indiana." ; 2 

John Anderson, Huntingdon, Pa. * 


William S. Young, 173 Race-street, Philadelphi y 
Terms $2,00 per annum, payable in advance, or at the annual 


meeting of the Associate Synod. 
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